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Abstract

Density functional theory is used to generate potential energy surfaces in normal
coordinates for four isotopomers of trichlorofluoromethane: C*CI3F, C**CI3CIF,
C3BCI"ClLLF and C*Cl3F. Ab initio calculations using DFT of geometries suggested
that the PEBO functional is the most suitable. A new only linear scaling way to
determine an anharmonic surface is presented. This approach uses energies plus
gradient plus second derivatives and is tested by comparison with a surface being
determined by ten times more single point potential energy calculations. The varia-
tional code MULTIMODE and the perturbation theory code SPECTRO are used to
analyse the various potential energy and electric dipole moment hyper surfaces. Vi-
brational levels for fundamentals, overtones and combination bands are presented,
as well as harmonic frequencies, anharmonic constants, rotational constants, ab-
sorption intensities and force constants for the four most abundant isotopomers of
CCI3F.

Zusammenfassung

Mit Dichtefunktionaltheorie wurde die potentielle Energiehyperflache in Normalko-
ordinaten fiir die vier Isotopomere C*CI3F, C¥CI3"CIF, C*¥CI¥"Cl,F und C3"CIl3F
erzeugt. Ab initio Geometrieberechnungen mit DF'T zeigten, dass das PEBO-Funktional
am geeignetesten flir das Ermitteln der Hyperflache ist. Eine neue linear skalierende
Methode zum Bestimmen der anharmonischen Hyperflaiche wurde entwickelt. Sie
berticksichtigt nicht nur den Verlauf der potentiellen Energie sondern auch den
der Gradienten und der zweiten Ableitungen und zeigte gute Resultate im Ver-
gleich mit einer 2D-Flache. Das variationelle Programm MULTIMODE und das
storungstheoretische Programm SPECTRO wurden zum Bestimmen von Fundamen-
talen, Obertonen und Kombinationsbanden sowie von harmonischen Frequenzen,
Anharmonizitatskonstanten, Rotationskonstanten, Absorptionsintensitaten und Kraftkon-
stanten flr die vier hdufigsten Isotopomere verwendet.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

Motivation

Trichlorofluoromethane (CCl3F, freon 11) is a very stable and nontoxic compound
which has wide industrial application especially in refrigeration. It is well known for
its role in the depletion of the ozonelayer which is a consequence of its stratospheric
photolysis leading to the occurence of chlorine radicals [1, 2, 3]. Furthermore, be-
cause of its strong absorption in the region of the ”atmospheric window” it is such
an important green house gas in the earth’s atmosphere [4, 5] that it is even pro-
posed as a "super” green house gas which might be used to "keep Mars warm” in
the future [6]. Its CF-stretching mode v; at 1113 cm™" and the degenerate CCl-
stretching vibration at 846 cm™! are basically responsible for this. While the first
absorption is not very specific, most fluorocarbons absorb there as well, the latter
is even used for analytical measurements [7]. CCI3F has also been a testing system
[8] for IR-multiphoton excitation [9]. Finally, CCI3F might be an interesting pro-
totype system for the general aspects of anharmonically coupled vibrational states
and intramolecular vibrational redistribution [10], [11, (b)]. For all these reasons
the theory of anharmonic vibrations and IR-Spectra of CCI3F is important.

Previous studies and the experimental point of view

Snels et al. [4] underlined the importance of understanding the infrared spectra of
freons. They have measured and partly analysed high-resolution infrared spectra for
mixtures of the isotopomers of CCI3F. For CCI3F there are 30 possible isotopomers
for all the permutations of 2C,!3C,*C 3 C1,30Cl, 3"Cl. Therefore even a spectrum
of only the most abundant species with 2C and %3Cl, 37Cl is already difficult to
analyse. Special techniques have been developed in order to tackle the increased
complexity of the absorption spectrum of mixtures of isotopomers. There are three,
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Figure 1.1: CCI3F is a tetrahedral chlorofluorocarbon belonging to Csy or Cg SCHONFLIESS sym-
metry group. Exact bond lengths and angles are given in table 3.1.

most commonly used techniques:
e Enrichment of one isotopomer before infrared spectroscopy experiments [5].

e Measuring a high resolution IR-spectrum for which all lines can be assigned to
their isotopomers one to one. See for this references cited in [11].

e The recently developed method of Isotope Selective Overtone Spectroscopy
(ISOS). This is a technically more demanding technique: a given isotopomer is
rovibrationally selectively excited and then ionized by UV. The isotopomer is
then identified by mass spectrometry [12].

The theoretical point of view

Highly accurate prediction of molecular vibrations has been a challenging task since
ever in theoretical and physical chemistry. Quantum Chemistry allows nowadays
valuable estimations of electronic potential energy hyper surfaces (PES) and - using
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"theoretical spectroscopy” - the determination of all spectroscopic properties. These
can be compared to already measured quantities and thus the quality of the calcu-
lations and furthermore the reliability of the out coming predictions can be judged.
Many theoretical references will be quoted throughout this paper.

Subject of this thesis

The aim of this work is the calculation of the vibrational levels, intensities, fun-
damentals, anharmonicities and rotational constants of the isotopomers 2C3*Cl,F,
L2CBCL,3CIF, 2CH I ClLF and 2C3Cl3F using Density Functional Theory (DFT).
To calculate the full 9-dimensional (9D) potential energy hyper surface of this
molecule one would have to span a grid of n® points. With n being the number
of points on each vibrational degree of freedom. Usually n is greater than 10. Such
a huge number of grid points is nowadays impossible to be calculated by single point
calculations. Therefore the PES has to be approximated.

In this study various approximations for full dimensional potential energy surfaces
are obtained. An inexpensive but sufficiently accurate approach to determine such
an approximation for the potential energy surface (PES) has been developed. Cou-
pling between up to three normal modes using energies, gradients and second deriva-
tives, corresponding to displacements of individual normal modes is introduced. This
coupling approach is used for C**Cl3F only and the variational code MULTIMODE
[13] is applied to this PES to calculate the vibrational levels. The perturbation
theory code SPECTRO [14] is used to determine both vibrational levels and addi-
tional spectroscopic constants and intensities. The results obtained using this PES
are compared against data coming from other, more expensive, PES’s. Furthermore
vibrational levels, rotational constants, intensities and anharmonic constants of all
the other isotopomers are determined with the help of SPECTRO.

Miani et al. [15] discuss the validity of DFT for the determination of molec-
ular spectroscopic constants in comparision to coupled cluster and Mgller-Plesset
perturbation methods. They used SPECTRO to successfully determine the anhar-
monicities for the 12 atom molecule benzene. In this work SPECTRO is used for
two reasons: First it provides the possibility to obtain more information about the
quality of the surfaces by comparison to experiment and secondly spectroscopic con-
stants which are experimentally difficult to observe can be determined. Thus by the
means of the results of this present work the band positions and identification of
vibrational transitions might become complete [14]. The MULTIMODE-code has
been extensively tested by accurate calculations of rovibrational energies of many-
mode molecules [13] and several applications have already proven its suitability for
spectroscopy [16, 17, 18].
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Theoretical background

This chapter starts with a brief outline of the Density Functional Theory (DFT) by
which the points on the electronic potential energy hyper surfaces were obtained.
It is then described how the surfaces are used by MULTIMODE and SPECTRO
in order to obtain vibrational levels, intensities, fundamentals, anharmonicities and
rotational constants. If not indicated otherwise atomic units are used throughout
this work.

2.1 DFT

Although it was proposed by J. C. SLATER [19] in 1951 to replace the so called ex-
change term in Hartree-Fock theory by a potential depending on the electron density
(as it had already been introduced by DIRAC in 1930 [20]) it is only in recent years
that DFT has gained more and more reputation amongst theoretical chemists. This
might have been initiated by the introduction of the HOHENBERG-KOHN theorems in
1965 when the impact of DFT for theoretical chemistry became understandable for
everyone. It was at that time that the famous Nobel prize winner E. Bright WILSON
pointed out his understanding of DFT. He said that if one knew the exact electron
density p(r), then the cusps of p(r) would occur at the positions of the nuclei, and
a knowledge of the gradient of the density |Vp(r)| at the nuclei would give their
nuclear charges. Thus, he said, the full HAMILTONIAN would be known because it is
completely defined once the position and charge of the nuclei are given. So he argued
that a knowledge of the electron density was all that was necessary for a complete
determination of molecular properties. The impressive number of scientific research
papers using this method to predict ground state properties underlines this position.

The underlaying laws, principles and consequences of using DFT are well estab-
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lished [21]. Therefore only a short summary of the most important principles will
be given along with a description of the most common functionals including those
used in this work.

2.1.1 Basic principles of DFT

Within the BORN-OPPENHEIMER approximation the elctronic energy can be ex-
pressed as a function of the electron density. Since the electron density is itself a
function of space (r) the energy is a function of a function and not of an argument.
This is signified by calling the energy a functional and using squared brackets:

Elp] = Vaelp] + Veelp] + T'p] (2.1)
KoHN and SHAM [22] defined the exchange-correlation energy:
Euelp] = Veelp] = Jooulp) + Tlp) — T[] (2.2)
which they reorganized to
Veelp] + Tlp] = Eaclp] + Jooulp] + Ts[p] (2.3)
in order to obtain for the energy by substituting eq. (2.3) into eq. (2.1):
Elp] = Vielpl + Euclp] + Jeoulp] + Tslp] (2.4)

Here V,,. stands for the nucleus-electron interaction potential

Vielp) = —Z/p (2.5)

rne
:/prvrdr (2.6)
T is the kinetic energy
N 1 )
Tlo) = < Wl 2 (=5VII¥, > (2.7)
N 1 )
= 2 <&l =5VIgi > (2.8)

and Jeooy is the Coulomb potential between two electrons ¢ and j:

Jeouls) = 5 / / ACIICIF (2.9)

|r; _r]|
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Such, within the KOHN-SHAM definition (eq. (2.4)) the difference between 7' and
T, as well as the non classical part of V.. are represented solely by the exchange-
correlation energy E,.[p]. The exact form of this term is for molecular systems un-
known and must be approximated. Would the exact term be known the SCHRODINGER
equation could be solved exactly. A whole branch of DFT related research is devoted
to the search of sensible approximations for the exchange correlation functional.

In the (non interacting) KOHN-SHAM reference system [22] the HAMILTONIAN is
~ 1
H, = —Z§V?+sz(ri) (2.10)

where v, is the KOHN-SHAM potential which can be derived with the help of the
second HOHENBERG-KOHN theorem and via an KULER-LAGRANGE equation:

= o(r aJCoul [p] 8Exc[p]
vs(r) = w(r)+ Dp(rs) e
= 0(r) + Jeout + V(1) (2.11)

where

OFE,.[p]

Vel =
(r) o
. 1

Jeoul = 5/

Here v(r) is defined within the context of eq. (2.6).

r

)
() o
v — 1y

The single Slater determinantal wavefunction W, for N’ non interacting electrons
in N orbitals ¢; is given by:

¢1(1)  #2(1) ... on(1
1 $1(2)  $2(2) ... on(2
7(]\]!)1/2 : . )

S—

(1, oy ON)s = (2.12)

HUNY) 6a(N') .. G (N')

The KoOHN-SHAM model states that every electron is in its own non interacting
orbital: N’ = N (obeying thus automatically PAULI’s exclusion principle) and that
all orbitals are part of the solution of the SCHRODINGER equation.

It is more convenient to use the common short-hand notation in which only the
diagonal elements of the Slater determinant occur:

Vs >=|¢1, b2, ..., O > (2.13)
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Here ¢; are defined as the N lowest eigenstates of the one-electron HAMILTONIAN:
- 1
hs¢i = [—§V2 + US(I')} ¢z = 5i¢i (214)

The density for such a system is given by p(r) = SV |¢;(r)|? and its integral is
[ p(r)dr = N: the total number of electrons. As usual the solution of the SCF-
procedure can be easily achieved by expanding the orbitals in terms of appropriate

basis sets:
= Cailla (2.15)

Where c¢,; are the coefficients of the linear combination and 7, are the basis functions.
Most common is the linear combination of gaussian type orbitals (GTO) in order to
”simulate” slater type orbitals (STO). STO would be the best functions for molecular
orbitals however the evaluation of the required integrals of GTO is much easier.

Thus - in analogy to the HARTREE-FOCK equations

¢z Iy ¢2 (rl>

dr; P, — & i 2.16
|rk_rl| Tl — € 775>Cﬁ ( )

0=> <77a‘——V2+U()+]coul—/Z

B

where the permutation operator

Prkrl¢i(rk) = (bi(rl) (217)

- we can write down the KOHN-SHAM equations:

1 .
0= % <na‘ - §v2 + U(I‘) +jcoul + ch(r) — &

ns)cpi (2.18)
and may use a SCF-procedure.

An important and advantageous difference between eq. (2.16) and (2.18) is that
the exchange-correlation potential in the latter may be expressed multiplicatively
and locally since it does not depend on two electrons. Furthermore, if an exact ex-
pression for the exchange-correlation potential was found the exact electron density
would be known. Unlike variational quantum chemistry methods it is impossible
to systematically improve the accuracy of the exchange correlation functional. The
different approximations towards the exchange-correlation functional E,.[p| are rep-
resented in the form of functionals. In the following a few common functionals are
presented.
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2.1.2 Functionals in DFT

In this section any spin distributions for open shell systems are not taken into
account. It should be noted that all expressions are therefore only valid for closed
shell systems.

LDA

The Local Density Approximation (LDA) represents a model which is deduced from
an exact solution for the exchange correlation functional: the uniform electron
gas. This simple approximation was introduced in 1927 [23, 24]. The exchange-
correlation term splits up into two terms: the exchange functional and the correla-
tion functional:

Eyclp] = Eclp] + E[p] (2.19)
And the LDA ground state energy is thus

ELPA =T,  EEPA 4 pLDA (2.20)

Here the DIRAC exchange formula [20] states that

B = =, [ plr)Pdr (2:21)
3 /3 1/3
¢ =50
4 \m
From this follows with the help of scaling relations (without demonstration):
ELPAL] = / v (r)(3 + 1 V)p(r)dr (2.22)
where
3 1/3
o) = = () (2.23)

In 1980 CEPERLEY and ALDER simulated the ground state energy of the uniform
electron gas (UEG) with the help of quantum Monte Carlo method [25]. This allowed
the determination of the remaining correlation part by simple subtraction:

Efpl = Eucsimu—Ts — Ex = EP4 (2.24)
= / p(r)ecdr (2.25)
where ee = [f(rs(p)) = f(p) (2.26)
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1/3
Here the WIGNER-SEITZ radius is explained to be rs(p) = (i) ”’The determined

4mp
f(rs) which fits best to the simulated results has the form:
A x? 20, . Q
€C(T8) = 5 [ln[m] + atan [m]
(x—y)?* | 20+2y), 5 Q
— — 2.2
[ln[ @) |+ 0 tan [Qx " b] (2.27)

A,Q, b, c,y are fit parameters. z = r}/? and X (z) = 2 + bx + ¢, X (y) analogously.

GGA

The Generalized Gradient Approximation(GGA) differs from LDA in that it takes
into account the inhomogeneity of electron density in molecules. This is performed
by introducing the gradient of electron density into the exchange functional of LDA.
There are several functionals using the GGA. The most famous pure GGA exchange
functional - B88 - was developed in 1988 by BECKE [26]:

2
EBSS _ pLDA _ / 4/3 By d 2 98
v v ZJ: Po 177 65z, sinh~1[x,] ' (2.28)

Here x, introduces the gradient:

Vs

o 4/3
ps

(2.29)

and [ is a parameter which is fitted to the HARTREE-FOCK exchange energies of six
noble gas atoms.

LEE, YANG and PARR presented also in 1988 an improved, density gradient de-
pendent correlation functional [27]. From this the following expression for a closed
shell system could be derived by MIEHLICH, SAVIN, STOLL and PREUSS in 1989 [28]:

LYP _ P _
ELYP = a/Hd_p_mdr (2.30)

7 11
ab/w,o2 {C’Fpg/?’ + (5/12 — E5)|Vp|2 - ﬂp2|Vp|2 dr

exp[—cp=/?] ~11/3
1+dp=1/3
3. (371_2)2/3

10

where w =

Cr =
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dp—1/3

and 0= cp_1/3 + m

The development of LYP did not take place within the approximation of the uniform
electron gas. Instead it was derived from an approximate correlation formula for
helium in the context of variational wave function based theory. The fit of the
parameters to the helium atom yielded

a = 0.04918
b = 0.132

c = 0.2533
d = 0.349

Its combination with EZ® gives the well known BLYP functional. So, BLYP uses
DIrAC’s LDA exchange functional + BECKE’s correction + LYP correlation func-
tional.

Hybrid functionals

In 1993 BECKE introduced nonlocality by applying Adiabatic Connection Function-
als [29, 30]. These functionals connect interacting and non interacting ground states
as a function of a parameter A\. Here the limit A = 0 stands for the exchange con-
tribution of a Slater determinant while A\ = 1 corresponds to the fully interacting
system containing exchange and correlation energy.

1 )
Exc:/o (wipinA

PminA §s the wavefunction which minimizes < W|T + - V,.|¥ > and gives the exact
electron density p for a given \. BECKE derived from this the so called half-and-half
formula for the exchange correlation energy part: he approximated the A-integration
with a two-point quadrature, i.e. evaluated the integrand only twice using the exact
exchange functional (HF) for A = 0, the LDA exchange correlation functional for
A =1, respectively:

~

VYEG \P:an’)\> d\ — JCoulomb [P] (231)

phatf—half _ %Eg?:OvHF + %Eijlvwf‘ (2.32)

Here

B = =3 [ [ o6, (0) s e1)n(ra) (233

12
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Thus, in the half-and-half formula E!/~half i a linear function in A. In order
to improve the results obtained by the half-half formula BECKE extended the ex-
pression for the exchange correlation functional to higher order in A\. He introduced
semiempirical coefficients and gradient corrected functionals:

E,. = ES¢Y 1 ¢, BHT (2.34)

These functionals represent a hybrid between pure density functionals for exchange
correlation and exact HARTREE-FOCK exchange terms. They are referred to as
DFT/HF hybrid functionals or as ACM (adiabatic connection method) functionals.
A very popular hybrid functional is B3LYP.

B3LYP

The commonly used B3LYP functional is represented by:
EIB3LYP — AEILDA + (1 o A)EHF + BEIB88
+(1 — C)ELPA 4 CEYP (2.35)
A = 08,B=0.72,C=0.81
Where all functionals are mentioned above and the parameters are fitted semi-
empirically.

2.1.3 Functionals used in this work
B97-1

The B97-1 functional which has been used in this work is a hybrid functional which
had been presented by BECKE in 1997 [43]. It is constructed starting from eq. (2.34):
pBYT-1 _ pGGA | . pHF
EGGA 4 EOCA 4 ¢ EHE (2.36)
The hybrid parameter was fitted to be ¢, = 0.21. BECKE basically approximated the
GGA terms in eq. (2.36) by a polynomial fit of second order in density dependent
terms:

EGGA Z / LDA(p ) o m(s2)dr (2.37)

here o = or [-spin
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Gz.m(8%) is the polynomial representation:

m=2
gx,m(si) = Zcmiuio(si) (2-38)
i=0
1
where 1, (s2) = %sgm (2.39)
\%
and Sy \p4/p3|

The coefficients c,,; and y are semi-empirical parameters which were fitted to a set
of 93 molecules. Within B97-1 they were found to be:

Cooo = 0.789518  Cypy = 9.573805 Cyop = 0.660975
v, = 0.004

The gradient corrected correlation functional in B97-1 consists of two parts

ECGGA = Z Ec,oo + Ec,aﬁ

which are described as follows:

Eeoo = /echgA(pg)gwa(Si)dr (2.40)
where ei?f(ﬂa) = ecLDA(vaO)

and where in analogy to the exchange part

m=2
Jeoo(52) = D Ceooilll gy (2.41)
=0
1
With Ueoo = YewoSo

7 1 + Vc,aasg
The coefficients yielded from the fits are

Ceoo0 = 0.0820011  Copoy = 2.71681  Ceppo = —2.87103
Ye,oo = 0.2

For the correlation between a and (3 spin electrons BECKE derived

B = [ €224 (0 p5)0ucap(52,) 0 (2.42)
LDA

el parps) = €7 (parps) — €27 (pa, 0) — 2P0, pg)
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m
9 )
gC,aﬁ(Savg) = Z Ccyaﬁyiulc,aﬁ
=0
1 1
with « = 52 —_— 82 = = 52 + 82
c,af Ye,ap avg ] 4 'Vc,aﬁs?wg’ avg 9 ( @ ,6)

The semi-empirical parameters are:

Coapo = 0.955689  Cong1 = 0.788552 Conpo = —5.47869
Yeas = 0.006

PBEO

PBEO [31, 32| is the other functional which has been used in this work. This is a
one parameter hybrid functional which uses 3/4EFB¥ and 1/4EHT as the adiabatic
connection thus constituting a HF /DF functional.

EPBE / FPBE /3 gy (2.43)
where a2
FPPF = faﬂ 1 (2.44)

with b = 0.00336, a = 0.00449 and x = % as semi-empirical parameters.
The actual PBEO exchange correlation combines the ESS4 with EFPE and EHF:

EPBE0 — pPBE 4 i(EfF — EFPBE) (2.45)
where
EPP = EjPY + EJPE + ETPE (2.46)

ELDA is defined in eq. (2.21), EFPE is given above (eq. (2.43)) and the PBE
correlation term is

EPBE / p (e (ry, C) + HEPE (1, (1)) dr (2.47)
PBE _ 1G] 14 At?
HPPE(rg ¢ t) = ~v¢’ln [1 + ;t2 <m>] (2.48)

here v = 0.031091

and ¢ = 5 (114 [ )

where ¢ —Pa" P8 (2.49)
p
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_ Vol
S G g
1
and A = A — 7
T (exp[=5-]-1)

Eq. (2.49) becomes zero in the case of a closed shell molecule. Thus the final
expression for the PBEO functional is:

EIPF0 = EIPA 4 ZE;?BE +EPE + iEfF (2.50)
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2.2 Spectroscopic programs

2.2.1 MULTIMODE

C3CI3F belongs to the Cs, symmetry group. However, in order to deal with the
problem MULTIMODE works within the C,; symmetry group. The components of
the degenerate modes are treated independently. The WATSON-HAMILTONIAN [33]
is used in normal coordinates. It is given in atomic units by
13 1 1
—Z —7Ta ,uag Jﬁ 7T5 —_Z Zﬂaa_l'VQlaQ%- >QN) (251)
e 0Qk 8

«

\)

where
e J, is the component of the total angular momentum,

e 7, is the component of the vibrational angular momentum:

Z CeaQrm7 (2.52)

3@
® /i3 is a component of the effective reciprocal inertia tensor and

e V(Q1,Qq,...,Qn) is the total potential electronic energy as a function of the
normal modes @);.

In MULTIMODE, matrix elements of the difficult first term in eq. (2.51) are
evaluated with at most four normal coordinates being non-zero. That means that
while evaluating the first term for maximal four normal modes (e.g. Q;, Q;, Qk, Q)
all the other normal modes Q1. j.m.. N are set to zero.

The potential energy depending on N modes may be expressed by the following
hierarchical expression:

N
V(QlaQQa"'?QN ZV Ql +ZV(2 QHQ])
1=1

i#j
+ Z V(Qi, Qj, Q) (2.53)
i#]'#k
+ Z V QuQ]vale)_'_---
i#jFkF
> means that summation is carried out over all 7 and j except for ¢ = j: > =
i#j i#]

S22 (1=0i5), > and ¥, ;.4 are defined analogously. d;; is the Kronecker symbol.
g i#Fj#k
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In eq. (2.53) the number of simultaneously coupled normal modes in the potential
energy hyper surface is increased with each additional term.

It was demonstrated in [34, 16] that an expansion up to V® is sufficient for many
small molecules as HoCN, N,CS, HyCS as well as for methane and its isotopomers.
Therefore, also in the case of CCI3F the potential energy in MULTIMODE is con-
fined to the expansion up to V®. In the following this potential energy will be
denoted by V(Q):

N N N N
V(Q) => VW43 v S v® 4 S yd (2.54)
i=1 i7] i i A

Thus the number of grid points in MULTIMODE is proportional to n*. n being the
number of points per normal mode (see also section 2.3.2)

MULTIMODE can carry out vibrational self consistent (VSCF) and vibrational
configuration interaction (VCI) calculations. The VSCF algorithm had been imple-
mented in 1998 by CARTER et al. [34]. It is used first to obtain appropriate polyno-

mials in normal coordinates. The excitations of the VSCF vibrational ground state
form the CI basis for the VSCF-CI calculations.

Vibrational Self-Consistent-Field

The problem of solving the vibrational wave-function can be approached by pro-
ceeding in analogy to the electronic HF SCF theory (HARTREE-FOCK and SELF-
CONSISTENT-FIELD theory). This was done in 1986 by J. M. BOWMAN in reference
[35]. BOWMAN first introduces a seperation of the vibrational wave function for the
quantum state |ni, ng,...,ny > by stating:

N
\Ilnl,ng,...,nN(QlaQ% 7QN> = HQ%Q(QZ) (255)
=1

where ¢, (Q;) is only a function of the single normal coordinate @; (here n;
represents no longer the number of grid points but the quantum number of the
vibrational state of normal mode 7). These 1D functions are expanded in a primitive
basis of harmonic-oscillator functions. Thus in MULTIMODE the coupling between
the normal modes is introduced exclusively by the HAMILTONIAN.

The variationally best form of this product function is - in analogy to HF-theory -
found by a Self-Consistent-Field procedure. There is no need for antisymmetrisation
since the modal wave functions are distinguishable.
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Furthermore the full HAMILTONIAN is approximated by

H = i T; + V(Qi)] + Tei + Ve(Q1, ..., Qn) (2.56)

where

o V(Q;) is a 1D cut of the electric PES (i.e. V(Q;) = V(Qi, Q;z = 0)) and

N
o Vo (Q1,...,Qn) = V(Q) — X V(Q;) the difference between the full potential and

1
the sum of all 1D cuts constituting such the complicated simultaneous coupling
of all modes.

e T; corresponds to the second derivative (6%2) of mode 7 in the kinetic energy
operator in eq. (2.51).

e T, ; stands for the Coriolis coupling operator:

Tei= = Z TiallasTig — Z Laa (2.57)
aﬁ e

e 7; (eq. (2.52)) is the vibrational angular momentum operator, which depends
on two normal coordinates linked by the Coriolis coupling constant ¢ (compare
eq. (2.73)).

Like in HF-theory one can now replace the term which accounts for the influence
of all other modes by an averaging term which is only dependent on the considered
mode. So, the actual set of VSCF eigenvalue equations consists of expressions like
the following for a given normal mode i:

::]2

0 = T+V nJQJ

1

+ VeQur s @ L 60, (@~ -]%(Qi) (2.58)

ZT

In the matrix element

<11 o QT+ Vi@ QT ¢nj<c2j>>

J#i
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integration is carried out over all coordinates except the i*" one. Coupling between
normal mode ¢ and all the remaining normal modes is thus averaged and exclusively
introduced by these matrix elements. They are obtained with the help of the Gauss-
Hermite quadrature which is a common numerical integration method [36]. Initially
a coupling potential V, is evaluated and a zero order set of modal wave functions
@¢ is chosen. Then, the eigenproblem is solved and new modal wave functions and
eigenvalues are obtained. This is iterated until convergence for the eigenvalues is
obtained.

After convergency, the expectation value of the VSCF state W, ,,, ., can be
evaluated:

< \I]m,mv---vm\r|H|an17n2,---,7w >= E"L---v"iy---,"N

_ <ﬁ¢m<@i> ST+ VQ] + Tt + Vil @1 Q)
- <H<z>m<czz>

mm Z >
i=1

ﬁ¢ni(Qi)>

N
ST+ VI(Q)]

7

+ < 1. gbm(@z) Tc,i +‘/C(Q1, ...,QN) H¢nZ(QZ)>
- Z[SZ <H¢nz cz+V(Q1a- >QN l_IﬁbnZ i >]

+

ﬁ¢ni(Qi)>
= Sem = ) (T 0u QI+ V@ @) TT Q1))

< ﬁ n, (@)

=1

Tei+ Ve(Qn, ..., Qn)

(2.59)

See also [35] for more details of the above derivations.

Virtual-CI

The solution of the eigenvalue equations (2.58) by iteration yields a complete set of
virtual modal wave functions as well as the best eigenstates for the defined basis.
Using this complete set of modals one can construct wavefunctions for vibrationally
excited states and use them as an expansion basis for CI (configuration interaction)
which converge to the exact vibrational eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of the full
HAMILTONIAN. As for the electronic CI, the full Cl-problem is approximated by
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single, single and double, single, double and triple etc. excitations. MULTIMODE
goes up to four mode excitations.

VSCF-CI

There is a more advanced technique which uses selected fundamentals and excited
states optimised at the SCF level as basis in Cl-calculations. This overcomes a lim-
itation of the VSCF/VSCF-CI because it allows the mixing of energetically close
lying states of same symmetry. This would have been symmetry-forbidden if the to-
tal wavefunction was simply defined as a product of the single modal wavefunctions.
The disadvantage of this method is that the chosen basis is no longer orthonormal
since each state has been minimized on its own. Thus, orthogonalization has to be
carried out additionally what makes this method computationally more demanding.

2.2.2 SPECTRO

Most of the equations presented in this section are explained in detail in reference
[37]. The expressions and approximations used by SPECTRO are elucidated in
length in reference [14, (a)].

SPECTRO applies second-order perturbation theory [37] which uses a Taylor
series expansion of the potential energy function up to fourth order:

V= ! > dug; + ! > biiniqiqre + 1 > ijnia;akq (2.60)
25 6 %n 247

where ¢ are the harmonic force constants while the ¢;; = w; denote the harmonic

vibrational frequencies (since this is a normal coordinate space all ¢; and ¢;; are

equal zero by definition) and the ¢; are dimensionless reduced normal coordinates

being related to normal coordinates @); by:

CW;
h

where c¢ is the speed of light in vacuum and h the Planck constant. As the poten-
tial energy function described in MULTIMODE is expressed in the Cg symmetry
group, also in SPECTRO all isotopomers of CCI3F are considered as asymmetric
top systems. This means that in eq. (2.60) sums are running also over the individ-
ual components of degenerate normal modes. Normally it is of advantage to exploit
symmetry extensively in order to decrease the number of points on the PES being
necessary to calculated and in order to impose more accuracy within the fitting

¢ = Q2T (2.61)
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procedure of the potential energy for symmetric degenerate normal modes. Already
the knowledge that the molecule belongs to C,; symmetry group reduces the number
of points for the concerned normal modes by a half, for C3, by two thirds and so
forth. In the simple isotropic case of a C,, there would be no angle dependency

and all normal coordinates ¢;_, . concerned by symmetry can be reduced to ¢"*¢ via

PYTHAGORAS:
= ’ Z qgconc (2'62)

However, in the case of C, there is an angle dependency but rotation of § = 7 has
to yield the same ¢. One can thus write:

¢t = VA, 4¢3, -cos[2-0] (2.63)

where 6 is the angle between two concerned normal modes: § = arctan[q;/gs]. For
CCI3F there is Cs, symmetry which means that the results for rotations of 6 = %’r
have to be invariant. Thus:

30

= (2.64)

\/ Ropne + Beone T Boone * C05[7
If the last expression is incorporated into eq. (2.60) symmetry is automatically im-
posed within the fitting procedure generating the ¢ and the number of variables
is minimised meaning that there are less points to calculate. This means that if
only C, symmetry is used for a Cs, symmetric molecule one does not only have to
calculate more points but also to "tell” the fitting procedure which generates the ¢
that some of the fitted points are symmetrically equivalent. Otherwise the fitting
procedure will break the symmetry of the forcefield and annihilate degeneracy.

The vibrational energy levels can be given by an expansion up to second order

([37]):

E(ny,...,ny)"" = Zws i + )+ Z o7 (ng

s<s’

1) - (2.65)

T
)+ 5

2
w are the harmonic frequencies explained above and .y are the anharmonic con-
stants which will be defined in the following. A complete expansion would automat-
ically account for all symmetries. If the expansion is only used to a certain order a
symmetry adopted expression would be theoretically more appropriate. This prob-
lem is treated in more detail later on in this chapter.
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Fundamentals, anharmonic constants, rotational constants and transition intensities
within SPECTRO

The fundamental frequency v; corresponding to a given normal mode 7 is
1

2 ki
its overtone is:
nv; =n(v;) +nxy (2.67)

where the (7;) means the value for the fundamental v;. The combination is:
(I/Z' + I/j) = (I/Z) + (Vj) + T+ Zjj + Tij (268)

and anharmonicities are given by [?]:

1 1 o [ 8w?—3w?
= — _— ’ — 5 5 2
Lgs 16¢ssss 16 Es, (¢sss ) < D) )> ( 69)

wy (dw? — w3

Tew = i(ﬁsss’s’ . Z ¢sss”¢s’s’s” . Z (¢ss’s”)2ws” (wg + wzf - wz”)

s 4&)3// s 2(Zssls”
B? [¢P.]2 [“’5 ”ﬂ 2.70
_'_% eq[gss] Wy _'_ W ( )

where
Oggrgn = (ws + Wy + wsu)(—ws + wy + wsu)(ws — Wy + wsn)(ws + wg — wsu) (2.71)

and Beﬁq are the equilibrium rotational constants for 3: one of the principal inertia
axes.
The rotational constants are proportional to the reciprocal moments of inertia,
given by
5 _ h
“ 47?0]51
The Coriolis constants ¢ are defined by the l-matrix elements (see section 2.3.1 and
3.4):

(2.72)

G =D bl — Ll (2.73)

1,7 and k denote normal modes. Furthermore rotational constants depend on the
degree of vibrational excitations. This can be approximated by:

1

B =Bl =3 ol (n +3) (2.74)
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Here the o constant is a function of the coriolis constant, of the harmonics and - as
Beﬁq is - of the moment of inertia /g: o = f (wi, Giy Ig). The explicit expression can
be found in reference [37].

Amongst the quartic terms in eq. (2.70), only the diagonal ¢;; and semi-diagonal
¢iij; terms are required to determine the vibrational levels. It is possible to calculate
the quartic and cubic terms by analytic evaluation of the second derivatives at var-
ious geometries. The latter are obtained by finite displacement d¢ from equilibrium
geometry.

¢jr(+6qi) — ¢jr(—dqi)
120
¢ji(+0qi) + ¢4;(=0q;) — 2¢;;(dg; = 0)
|0gi|?

Piji (2.75)

Giigj (2.76)
For each normal mode a step dq corresponding to maximal 0.008 Bohr is used. This
seems to be sufficiently small and had been tested by convergence for NHJ in [18].

The anharmonic corrections which lead to the electric dipole intensities are ex-
plained in detail by HANDY et al. [14] (b). The electric dipole moment surface
pertaining to the potential energy function in eq. (2.60) expanded up to cubic
terms is:

1

HY= g D+ 5 D
i i<j

1

%

> MRt (2.77)

i<j<k

where o stands for the spatial orientation of the dipole (z,y,z), ug, denotes the
static electric dipole moment and p* the electric dipole moment of normal mode <.
The transition dipole moment for a one-quantum vibrational transition is expressed
as

<ngyng,ptlng+1ng, > = Vg + ey + Mng + Y Mn;)
J#i
where
tim = <0,0,..[u%n; =1,0,...> (2.78)

156, represents the transition dipole moment of the fundamental ¢ including the
anharmonic corrections. Due to the assumptions of perturbation theory M and
M;* are much smaller. They influence only the intensities of the hot-band and
stimulated emission transitions which are much less intense than the fundamental.
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Neglecting all M leads to the practical expression for the measured integrated
absorbance of a fundamental band:

A = A(y)

= D A (2.79)

872 N agivitiin
“i01 2.80
(4meg)3he (2.80)

km
= 2507 ————— | qivipt’ 2.81
[ (mol Cm_lDQ)] GiVilbio1 ( )
where g; is the degeneracy of normal mode ¢ and

M?(n = Z |,Ui061|2 (2.82)

a=x,y,z

The integrated band strength may be expressed in several units:
G — / W)y, (2.83)
band V

87739iﬂzo1
~i01 2.84
(4meg)3he (284)

A,
= 2.85
N (2.85)
A, [ m

.~ 16.6054— "l 2.86
g v;/ cm_lpm ( )

However, this expression does not take into account the BOLTZMANN weighted pop-
ulation for the lowest vibrational states. This may be problematic in the case of
low lying fundamentals and high temperatures. Then the measured integrated band
strength includes hot band transition while G; in eq. (2.86) accounts exclusively for
the fundamentals. Therefore the above expressions are correct only for transitions
at OK. For temperatures higher than 0K one has to introduce a correction by a
BOLTZMANN factor:

Y

1— giezvp[ — ﬁhcm”, 0 =-— (2.87)

Asymmetric and Symmetric Top HAMILTONIAN

The diagonal elements of the actually effective HAMILTONIAN in the harmonic oscil-
lator representation yield for the vibrational energies of symmetric top species such
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as the C, symmetric molecules C35C13F or C3"CI3F according to [37]:

1 1
) Zws s+ )+ D w (s + 5) (g + 5)
s>s! 2 2
+Zwtnt+1 +szﬁm ng+ 1)(ny + 1)
t>t!
S m 1
+—= Z st 7 Ng 2 (nt + 1 + Z gtt’ltlt’ (288)

t>t

constituting such an expression which takes into account the degeneracy and its
interactions:

e s is standing for a non-degenerate normal mode
e ¢ for a degenerate normal mode

e while n and [ are the quantum numbers associated with vibration and vibra-
tional angular momentum, respectively.

While going from eq. (2.65) to (2.88) an increase in symmetry should not af-
fect the correct description i.e. the same eigenvalue spectrum is obtained for both
expressions. But if one is interested in the anharmonic constants of the more com-
pact expression (2.88) the most straight forward would be to use the symmetric top
HAMILTONIAN. In this case one would have to express the x*¥ and ¢ as functions
of the force constants. In principle the force field is independent of the choice of the
HAMILTONIAN since the PES of any molecule does not depend on the observer’s pic-
ture of the molecule’s symmetry. However the fitting procedure which leads to the
effective HAMILTONIAN should respect symmetry. According to [37] the following
relations link the force field with the vibrational spectrum: For the non degenerate
modes s.

1 1 o [ 8w? —3w?
= T2 WPssss — T4 sss’ — 2.89
6" 16 ?‘f’ ) lwsf(ﬁlwi — wi)] (259
o 1 ¢sss”¢s’s’s” (¢ss’s”)2ws” (w2 + wz’ - wg”)
Lss! — ¢SSS/S/ ; 4(,()8// ; QQSSIS”
BO(CE [ws We } 2.90
+BOCD? | 2+ (2.90)

For the non degenerate/degenerate interactions st:

Cbgt t wt’(wz + Wt2 - w?')

1 1 885¢aa8 1 da S
Tot = Zcbsstata—ZZ[ - ]_52[ Qaurr

s Wg! t
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B, [(c®2 4 (W2 {W_ ﬂ} 2.91
B (G + (G] |5+ o 2.9

The diagonal anharmonic constants between degenerate modes ¢ are:

_ 1 stata (8wt 3(«03)
Ty = 16¢tatatata 16 zs: l ws(4wi — w?)

16 4 wy (dw? — w?) '
and
1 1 Qﬁtataws
g = —4—8¢tatatata 16 28: lm
1 D7 o, (87 — wii) (2) \2
e B, 2.93
+— 16 [ Wy (4&)3 — wt2/> (Ctatb) ( )

The off diagonal elements of the symmetric top anharmonic constants matrix are:

2 2
1 (bstata (bstflt{l ‘|

1
Ty = _((btatatilt& + ¢tatat:lt2) - Z Z [

S ws
2 2 2 2 2
statl, ws(wt + (Ut/ — ws)‘| 1 Z [¢tat&tgwt,, (u)t —+ (A)t/ — wt//)

4 Z [ Qe

2 t// Qtt/t//
- 2) \2 () \2| | Wt | W
+ [ QBz(Ctatg) + B (e ) } [wt, + wj (2.94)
and
st th WsWily/ (b?at&tgwtwt/wtu
g = X [P 5 | Sl ()
stt’ t// tt' !’
_'_B (Ct t’) +2B Ctatb t’t’ (295)

Thus, all anharmonic constants within the asymmetric and the symmetric top rep-
resentation are accessible if the force field of the symmetric top is known. Un-
fortunately, in SPECTRO the routines for symmetric tops having more than one
degenerate mode do not work. To correct these is not trivial and would be beyond
the scope of this study.

An alternative way would be to reduce the number of parameters by transforming
all 327" into their corresponding 7" xo{™ a}y™ and gy . In reference [50] this has

been done for benzene (belonging to the Dg, symmetry group). In order to check
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if these transformations are equally legitimate for the case of our Cs, molecule one
might think of a method which is straight forward: There is the condition that
expression (2.65) and (2.88) have to yield the same transitional energy for a given
excitation. This is easily obtained by subtracting the zeropoint energies Ejy from
the corresponding descriptions and setting them equal.

Formally one can rewrite eq. (2.65) or (2.88) by vector multiplication uniting all
quantum numbers in one vector (77) and all harmonic frequencies and anharmonic
constants in another one (©):

Easym — ,r—iasymTE»asym
where
w1
WN :
11 ny + 1/2
cwWIm = TIN and 7¥Y" = .
T22 ’
(n1+1/2) % (ny +1/2)
LN .
(ny +1/2) % (ny +1/2)
INN

in the case of the asymmetric top description. If the zeropoint energy had al-
ready been accounted for and the analogous had been done for the symmetric top
description we could write:

0 = (Easym . E(t)lsym) . (Esym . E(t)lsym) _ ﬁasymT Fasym _ ,r—isymT Fsym
—asym
_ (ﬁasymTjﬁsymT> ( _C_»Sym ) (2.96)

This equation has to be valid for all physically possible combinations of quantum
numbers within the two descriptions. The quantum number vector in eq. (2.96) can
thus be enlarged to become a m x m matrix where m is the number of elements in

¢. One obtains:
ﬁasymT , ﬁSymT E’asym .
: : _gpsym | = 0 (2.97)
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where [[®Y™ [sY™] denotes the quantum number matrix.

As mentioned above, to compare the same vibrational excitations involving de-
generate modes t it is crucial that the rows in the quantum number matrix consist of
physically possible combinations. Meaning that not only the selection rules (I going
from —n to n in integer steps of 2) have to be respected but also that a given com-
bination of quanta in the asymmetric top picture has to be combined with the right
combination of quanta in the symmetric top picture. One could think of directly
correlating the combinations following an evident scheme:

n" Mo b
1 1 1 0
7 -1 0 1
2 2 2 0
7 0 1 1
7 -2 4 0 2
3 3 3 0
7 1 2 1
7 -1 1 2
7 -3 0 3

Where a and b denote the two components of a given degenerate mode. However,
this would be a too simplistic correlation since it does not account for symmetry.
Considering for example n;Y" = 2 one would expect A; for [ = 0 and E for | = 2
and -2 as irreducible representations within the C5, symmetric representation. E
correlates to a combination of A’ and A” in the Cy group. Thus, by assigning A" and
A" to ny, or nyg, respectively, one finds two A’ and one A” representations which
have to be correlated. It is not evident which of the A’ representations stays alone
and which one joins the F representation:

Firr nfym lt Firr Nia  Totb
E 2 2 - A1 1
E 2 =2 A 2 0
A 20 A0 2

The following equations have been used (from symmetry group theory):
A// X A// — A/
A x A = A
A"x A= A x A" =A"



CHAPTER 2. THEORETICAL BACKGROUND 30

Thus, only one combination of quanta can clearly be assigned in the case of n;"™ =

2: gy =ny, = 1 (A”) and E have to be strictly degenerate, meaning that it is not
clear if [ is positive or negative.

Expression (2.97) is a typical set of linearly independent and dependent equa-
tions. According to a given correlation one is free to choose the quantum number
elements of the matrix in this expression. The components of ¢*¥™ which are un-
known can thus be easily obtained by successive substitution (see chapter 3.5 and
Appendix A).
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2.3 The Coupling Approach

In this approach the form of the potential energy surface is restricted to an expression
which takes into account coupling between up to three normal modes:

N N N
V(Q) =Y VIQ)+ 3 VIQ,Q)+ Y VOI(Qi,Q;, Q) (2.98)
i=1 i itk
where N is the total number of normal modes. The notations }_ etc. have already
i#]
been introduced in chapter 2.2.

2.3.1 Fitting the Derivatives

Polynomial series expansions can be used to calculate potential energies and their
first and second derivatives, at discrete points on the normal modes. Specifically
the representation is:

9 9
S VOQ) &Y £(Q) (2.99)
i=1 i=1

9 9
SVIQLQ) =Y (Qifij(Qj) + Q?fiij(@j)) (2.100)
i#j i#j
9 9
Z V(g)(Qia Q;, Q) =~ Z QiQ; fijk(Qr) (2.101)
i#j7k i#j#£k

The fourth and higher order terms are all set to zero.
Here f;(Q;) is a series expansion up to order 15 which is fitted to 16 potential
energy points £(Q);) calculated for 16 different values of ); while all other @Q;; = 0.

15
fi(Qi) =" an,QF (2.102)
n=0

[i;(Q;) is analogously defined as a series expansion up to order 15 fitted to 16
energy gradients calculated at the same values on ); as the energies, evaluated at

all other normal modes @;; = 0: %52@) 01010
i 5Qi=
15
£i3(Qj) =D b,3;QF (2.103)

n=0
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fijk(Qr) is a series expansion up to order 15 being fitted to 16 second derivatives

—0: O E(Qr)
0Q;0Q;

on ;, evaluated at all other points Q;zr = Q1 =
Qk QZ_Q]_O

fzgk Qk Z Cn zkak (2104)

In equation (2.99) and (2.100) the terms by, of f;; are constant and removed
before insertion into the potential energy. For a deduction of this see below.

Gradients and second derivatives of the energy with respect to normal coordi-
nates are obtained from gradients and second derivatives with respect to cartesian
coordinates using the [-matrix. Since the derivatives are given by CADPAC only
in cartesian coordinates transformations of each normal mode and for every nucleus
have to be carried out with the help of the l-matrix. The displacement for the
normal mode ¢ and nucleus « in the cartesian coordinate x is:

= bl (2.105)
m

where z(©) corresponds to the equilibrium position.

The first and the second derivatives with respect to certain normal modes 7 and
k can be expressed as follows

ov(Q:) ZW(QJ&M

9Q; o 0rjq 8(69]
- Z axfil)ﬂi;z (2.106)
: () 1)
9, " ;%gxxgél e, (2.107)
el R R 2108

For y and z analogously.

The potential energy surface determined as described in this section is called "A’.
It is only generated for the isotopomer C3**Cl3F and not for the other isotopomers
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because of the computational costs (see also the beginning of ’'Computational de-
tails’). It approximates the expansion for the potential energy (eq. (2.51)) only up
to VO,

Deduction of the Coupling Approach potential
A 3D PES would be, according to eq. (2.53) and eq. (2.99-2.104):
V(Qi; Qj, Qk) =
lzn: niQ; + zn: an Q5 + Zn: an,kQZ]

+ [Qi zn: bnjiQ + Qi zn: bn ki@ + Q; zn: bn,i; Q7

+Q; zn: bn,ii @i + Q; ; bn,j;j Q7 + Qk ; bn,kk@ﬁ]

+ [Qi@j zn: Cn ki@ + QrQi zn: Cn ki@ + Q;Qk Zn: Cn,iij?]
@ T ) + @ T ol + QT

+Q7 Zn: Cn ki Qh + QF ; Cnikk @y + QF an ijkk@?]

+ l@f Z Cniii Q5+ Q? Z Cnjji Q5 + Qr Z cn,kkaZ]
(2.109)

Here, the first bracket would correspond to eq. (2.99), the first three terms of the
second and the fourth bracket would correspond to eq. (2.100), the third bracket
would correspond to eq.(2.101). The last three terms of the second bracket and the
fifth bracket are redundant because they do not contain information which is not
already included in the first bracket. It is reminded of the fact that the coefficients
bnik 7 bpi; but that cpjk; = ¢y Vi # k (SCHWARTZ' RULE). Generalizing expres-
sion (2.109) leads to the potential energy hyper surface used within the Coupling
Approach for any system with N vibrational degrees of freedom:

V(Q1,...,Qn) =

N N

Z Z Q7 + Z Q; Z Z b ji QY
=1

i=1 n j>i n
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N
QD QD i@ (2.110)
i=1

Jj=i k>j m

The coefficients of the series expansions are obtained by a fitting procedure which is
explained in chapter 2.3.1 'Fitting the Derivatives’. The PES is thus approximated
by an expression which reminds of a TAYLOR expansion:

V(Q1,....Qn) =
Z V(Qi, Qjzi = 0) + ZQi ZﬁQiV(Qg‘, Qiz; =0)
+D Qi Q5 Y aéinV(Qku Qizk = Qjzr = 0) (2.111)
T i3 k>jok

which we express according to (2.102)-(2.104):

V(Ql, ceey QN) —
Zfi(QiHZQiZfU(Qj)

) j>i

+2.Qi> Q5 > fin(Qr) (2.112)

i j2i k>j>k

In the above expressions there are some coefficients in the series expansion which
have to be equal to zero. They appear to be the constant terms of the derivative of
expression (2.110) with respect to @; at ; = 0:

av(@la"'aQN) = ay,
an Q;=0 '
+2 D bngiQf + Y Qibiis
Jj#in Gi
+bo,ii
+ Z Q; Z Z Cn ki Q) + Z Z QiQjc1 ik
J#i k#ion T kAt
+>_ Qfcris (2.113)
J

2.3.2 Scaling of the Calculation Time

Supposing that for each normal mode of a given molecule with N atoms, n points
have to be calculated ab initio, then a fully coupled potential energy hyper surface
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would be represented by a grid of n3¥=6 points. Since a full 5D PES (~ 100 000 single
point calculations) is nowadays computationally still too expensive approximations
are necessary for N > 4. The restricted form for the potential energy of eq. (2.53)
scales with (3N — 6) * n*. The approximation for the potential energy which we
propose by combining eq. (2.53) with eq. (2.99) - (2.101) scales only with (3N —6)x*n.
However, it must be kept in mind that the Coupling Approach represents only a
smooth extrapolation towards the full PES.



Chapter 3

Computational details

In this chapter is given all information which has been essential in order to obtain
the results for the vibrational levels, IR absorption intensities, rotational constants
and anharmonic constants but which is not directly linked to them. Results for
geometries and harmonic wavenumbers for several functionals are already presented
and discussed in section 3.3.

In CCI3F there are nine vibrational degrees of freedom. Normal coordinates are
used in the calculations. However, if the symmetric top isotopomers are treated
there are three degenerated normal modes. This in principle reduces the number of
points needed to be calculated. See for this also section 4.2.2. Besides it is more
comfortable to treat the symmetric top C3CI3F since its potential energy hyper
surface is more symmetric and constitutes where appropriate a kind of ’internal
reference’ (see section 4.4.2).

3.1 The Machines

Machines of the ETH Ziirich and of Cambridge University could be used for the
heavy calculations which needed to be carried out. In the ETH

e DEC 8400 6/525, 2 GB memory, 51 GB disk (6 processors)
e DEC 8400 5/300, 4 GB memory, 51 GB disk (8 processors)

(both by COMPAQ)
while in Cambridge

e SGI origin 2000, (8 processors)

36
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were used.

3.2 The Basis Sets

The CADPAC package [38] was used throughout and TZ2P (triple zeta double
polarisation) and DZP (double zeta polarisation) basis sets [39, 40]. The TZ2P
basis set has been used for the electronic potential energies and their gradients and
the DZP basis set for the second derivatives of the electronic potential surfaces "A’
or 'C’, respectively. For the surfaces ‘B’ only the TZ2P basis set and for D’ only
the DZP basis were employed, respectively.

3.3 The Functionals

In order to determine which of the various functionals commonly used in DFT cal-
culations might be the most appropriate for trichlorofluoromethane the geometries
and the harmonic frequencies were determined for 9 functionals with the TZ2P basis
set. LDA [41], BLYP [27], B3LYP [42], B97-1 [43], BP86 [26], PBE [44], PBEO [31],
HCTH/93 [45] and the HCTH/407 functional [46] yielded all satisfying results. The
corresponding values are given in Tables 3.1 and 3.2. The experimental geometries
are taken from ref. [47]. Tables 3.1 and 3.2 also give harmonic wavenumbers and
geometries for the BBLYP functional with the 6-3114+G* basis [4, 48] and the B97-1
functional with the DZP basis. Experimental values of the fundamentals are taken
from [4] and [49].

Geometries

The determined geometries indicate in a manner the suitability of a given func-
tional /basis set for the considered molecular system. The geometry is so impor-
tant since in general for the calculation of the potential energy hyper surface the
BORN-OPPENHEIMER approximation is used. In order to calculate precise transition
frequencies, accurate geometries must be predicted. For all the functionals listed in
table 3.1 the predicted values for the C-F bond length were about 10 pm too short
and C-Cl bond lengths were a little bit too long. It is not surprising that the angular
predictions are within 1 degree of the Ty angle 109.47 ° which is enforced by the
CADPAC input.
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Table 3.1: Comparison of experimental values for the geometries with results of DFT calculations
with eleven different functionals using all the TZ2P basis unless otherwise indicated

functional r(C-F) [A] | r(C-CI) [A] | ZC-C-CI ] | ZCL-C-F []
LDA 1.332 1.762 110.35 108.65
BLYP 1.358 1.807 110.45 108.47
B3LYP 1.341 1.784 110.44 108.49
B97-1 1.339 1.786 110.43 108.49
BPS6 1.351 1.790 110.35 108.58
PBE 1.351 1.786 110.35 108.58
PBEO 1.335 1.766 110.33 108.60
HCTH/93 1.342 1.781 110.35 108.57
HCTH/407 1.342 1.773 110.43 108.50
B3LYP(6-311+G¥) [43] 1.351 1.785 110.91 107.99
B97-1(DZP) 1.339 1.786 110.43 108.49

[ experimental [47] [ 144 £0.04 | 1.76 £ 0.02 | 113+3 | 100 0.1 |

Table 3.2: Experimental fundamentals and calculated harmonic transition wavenumbers in cm™!

for eleven DFT functionals with the TZ2P basis unless otherwise indicated. First non degenerate
values, then degenerate values are given in decreasing energy.

functional w1 wW4q wr w2 w3 Wws We wsg (09/s)
LDA 1079.104 532.238 | 342.936 799.543 799.536 | 390.905 | 390.903 | 236.808 | 236.806
BLYP 991.649 488.422 | 324.881 729.023 728.960 | 367.265 | 367.249 | 228.213 | 228.213
B3LYP 1068.297 519.184 | 342.203 794.709 794.662 | 389.750 | 389.732 | 240.038 | 240.028
B97-1 1090.990 526.884 | 342.479 812.016 811.983 | 393.561 | 393.560 | 239.244 | 239.240
BP8&6 1022.428 505.818 | 332.495 759.345 759.321 | 376.780 | 376.771 | 231.623 | 231.618
PBE 1026.048 511.125 | 334.711 767.595 767.567 | 379.314 | 379.312 | 232.817 | 232.812
PBEO 1113.300 542.977 | 351.969 839.384 839.338 | 402.169 | 402.150 | 245.325 | 245.323
HCTH/93 1045.126 513.362 | 339.722 771.397 771.374 | 384.824 | 384.815 | 238.161 | 238.160
HCTH/407 1044.213 519.674 | 344.387 780.772 780.677 | 388.470 | 388.444 | 241.589 | 241.550
B3LYP(6-311+G*) [4] 1061.91 522.17 347.94 805.82 394.12 245.53
B97-1(DZP) 1121.831 537.384 | 351.435 843.240 843.239 | 400.621 | 400.621 | 245.168 | 245.167
fundamental 1z V4 vy Vo V3 Vs Ve Vg vy
experimental [4, 49| 1081.27982 | 538.16 351.41 | 849.52857 399.2 2441
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Harmonic wavenumbers

Nearly all the calculated harmonic frequencies w; of all the functionals are lower than
the observed fundamentals v; with the exception of PBEO and B97-1, underlining
the already mentioned bond length inadequacy. If we compare for illustration three
harmonic frequencies calculated with the well known functional BLYP with the
corresponding experimentally determined fundamentals:

o w —v; = —90cm™1,
o wy—vy= —50em™!
® Wy — 1y = —120em~ L.

In comparison to that the PBEO functional gives a great improvement with much
smaller absolute values of the corresponding differences:

o w —v; =32em™ 1,

o wy—vy=bcm™!

® wy — 1y =-10cm™.
Even though it is clear that the experimental fundamentals are not expected to
be equal to the harmonic wavenumber because they do not yet take into account
the anharmonic contributions. However, the difference is far too large and often
even of the wrong sign. Meaning that it is easier to decrease the result for the
harmonic frequency by introducing anharmonicity than to increase it. Table 3.2
gives the harmonic frequencies for C**CI3F using in the CADPAC calculations a
Cs symmetry whereas the true symmetry is Cs,. Cg symmetry is used in order to
obtain as an output which is appropriate as an input for MULTIMODE. It is very
encouraging that for PBEO the results of the three pairs of degenerate modes are

degenerate to within 0.05 cm™*.

Used functionals for the surface calculations

PBEO was chosen to be used for all crucial calculations of surface "A’ (i.e. potential
energies and their gradients) and for all calculations of surface 'B’. It gives the short-
est C-Cl bondlengths and differs the least in its harmonic wavenumbers from exper-
imental fundamental frequencies. LDA also yielded very short C-Cl bondlengths.
But as already discussed in chapter 2.1.2. ’Functionals in DFT’ the Local Den-
sity Approximation functional describes only poorly molecular properties because it
considers the electronic density to be homogeneous throughout the whole molecule.
This shows to be true if one inspects the harmonic wavenumbers calculated by LDA:
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they are much smaller than the experimental fundamentals and deviate significantly
from the values obtained by hyprid functionals. Interestingly the famous BLYP
functional yields harmonic wavenumbers which are even worse than for LDA. In
order to measure the effects of using a different kind of functional also the hybrid
B97-1 functional is investigated in this work.

However, the fact that even for PBEO the C-Cl bond length is not smaller than
the experimental value and that the harmonic wavenumber w, is smaller than the
experimental v, indicates already at this point that the results of the calculations
with normal modes which involve vibrations with C-Cl motion might become prob-
lematic. An introduction how to recognize which normal modes involve which intra
molecular motion within cartesian coordinates is given in the next section.



CHAPTER 3. COMPUTATIONAL DETAILS 41

3.4 The l-matrix

The l-matrix was already mentioned in chapter 2.3.1. and introduced in 2.3.2.
Its basic idea is to "focus” the simultaneous changing of all the nuclei in a given
molecular system within a given vibration on one coordinate: the normal mode
(. If the potential energy surface were perfectly harmonic each displacement in
a given normal coordinate would correspond to a motion of the nuclei in a local
potential energy minimum with respect to the other normal modes as long as all
other normal modes are kept zero. So, the l-matrix is the essential link between
the molecular structure in cartesian coordinates and the normal coordinate (). The
l-matrix describes the relative amplitude of displacement from equilibrium geometry
(compare to table (3.1)) for each nucleus for each normal mode being normalized to
1. Therefore the elements of the l-matrix have to fulfill for each vibrational degree
of freedom the normalization condition that ¥°,,.,(3,.,; = 1 where i is a given
vibrational degree of freedom, o runs over the nuclei in the molecule and xyz over
all the three cartesian coordinates: lg,, = l,+ [, + L..

CADPAC generates the l-matrix for each harmonic frequency. However, in or-
der to have the necessary formal C; input for MULTIMODE also the frequencies
had to be calculated within Cs-symmetry. Numerical inaccuracies were thus intro-
duced into the l-matrix which were of the order of less than a percent. The l-matrix
was then changed manually to Cs, by setting values of symmetric motions equal.
Thus symmetrical accuracy was obtained again while orthogonality was lost. How-
ever, since the inaccuracies are neglectible small the I-matrix was not orthogonalized
again. One obtains for wg for example: 3, . , (2, . = 1.000028 instead of 1.

The symmetry of a given mode becomes evident by inspection of the elements in
the l-matrix of the corresponding mode. The reference system of the molecule in
cartesian coordinates is shown in figure 3.1. The equilibrium geometry is given in

table 3.3. One can thus identify the corresponding vibrational normal modes of
CCl3F.

Table 3.3: Equilibrium geometry in atomic units for C3°CI3F calculated by PBEO and TZ2P basis.

Atom X y Z
C1 0.0000000000  0.0000000000  0.0314423666
F1 0.0000000000  0.0000000000  2.5494624038
CIl1  -1.5811556929 2.7386419948 -1.0326586121
Cl2  -1.5811556929 -2.7386419948 -1.0326586121
CI3 3.1623113858  0.0000000000 -1.0326586121
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Figure 3.1: CCI3F in a right handed cartesian
coordinate reference system: the z-axis points
up while we look down from F towards C. The
positions of the atoms correspond to table 3.3

3rd (1

15t Cl

ond (]
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Table 3.4: The l-matrix. All fundamental fre-
quencies w; of a given normal mode ¢ are in
The coordinate system corresponds to
figure 3.1. For each normal mode the deduced

cm—

irreducible representation is indicated.

rer i wj atom X y z
A’ | 1] 1091.04 C 0.00000  0.00000 0.81216
F 0.00000  0.00000 -0.58285
Cl | -0.00083 0.00148 -0.01537
Cl | -0.00083 -0.00148 -0.01537
Cl 0.00166  0.00000 -0.01537
A7 | 2] 812.11 C 0.00000  0.94276  0.00000
F 0.00000 -0.16419  0.00000
Cl 0.07185 -0.18518 0.02880
Cl | -0.07185 -0.18518 -0.02880
Cl 0.00000 -0.06085  0.00000
A’ | 3| 812.05 C 0.94276  0.00000  0.00000
F -0.16419  0.00000  0.00000
Cl | -0.10242 0.07185 -0.01665
Cl | -0.10242 -0.07185 -0.01665
Cl | -0.22649 0.00000 0.03323
A | 4] 52691 C 0.00000  0.00000  0.39234
F 0.00000  0.00000  0.56685
Cl | -0.17906 0.31022 -0.21590
Cl | -0.17906 -0.31022 -0.21590
Cl 0.35824  0.00000 -0.21590
A” | 5| 393.54 C 0.00000 -0.05421  0.00000
F 0.00000  0.66736  0.00000
Cl 0.26646 -0.30720 0.31400
Cl | -0.26646 -0.30720 -0.31400
Cl 0.00000  0.15428  0.00000
A | 6] 393.53 C -0.05421  0.00000  0.00000
F 0.66736  0.00000  0.00000
Cl 0.00000  0.26664 -0.18119
Cl 0.00000 -0.26664 -0.18119
Cl | -0.46078 0.00000 0.36267
A | T | 342.54 C 0.00000  0.00000 -0.31336
F 0.00000  0.00000 -0.44629
Cl | -0.22643 0.39200 0.17096
Cl | -0.22643 -0.39200 0.17096
Cl 0.45309  0.00000  0.17066
A’ | 8] 239.29 C 0.12762  0.00000  0.00000
F 0.39817  0.00000  0.00000
Cl | -0.36350 -0.41702 -0.11868
Cl | -0.36350 0.41702 -0.11868
Cl 0.35877  0.00000  0.23737
A” | 9] 239.26 C 0.00000 -0.12762  0.00000
F 0.00000 -0.39817  0.00000
Cl 0.41696 -0.11797 -0.20561
Cl | -0.41696 -0.11797 0.20561
Cl 0.00000  0.60424  0.00000
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3.5 Asymmetric Top versus Symmetric Top

As already introduced in chapter 2.2.2 one has to transform the anharmonic con-
stants obtained by SPECTRO within the asymmetric top description in the case
of the Cs, isotopomers. One can show that 39" = x5,/ and that zg,; " = x5/
which leads to the conclusion that z3/™ = 1/2(x5)™" + x5)™) ([50]). This can easily
be checked by inspection of the SPECTRO output (see Appendix A). In order to
express 2,y and ;)" and their corresponding ¢ constants in terms of the anhar-
monic constants of the asymmetric top description the in chapter 2.2.2 introduced
method of simply subtracting the HAMILTONIANs has been used. In the following
this approach will be called '"HAMDIFE’. A derivation had been done in ref. ([50])
for benzene. In Appendix A the equations are checked with the help of MATHE-

MATICA for any Cs, symmetric molecule. It is found that:

sym asym
Ly = Tiata
o 1 asym asym
Ju = §xtatb — Ltata
sym 1( asym asym) (3 1)
Lygr = 5 Liata' T Liath' .
o 1( asym asym)
G = 2 Liata? — Ltatd!

Except for g these expressions have been identified likewise in ([50]) for the Dgp
symmetric molecule benzene. g, has not yet been explicitly given in those simple
terms of z%¥™. These expressions to transform anharmonic constants obtained by
an asymmetric top HAMILTONIAN into anharmonic constants corresponding to a
symmetric top HAMILTONIAN have been implemented in a small FORTRAN pro-
gram which uses the SPECTRO output as input. It is given in Appendix A.

However, the result is somewhat surprising. One would expect intuitively that
xyy"™ should contain some 7" . Furthermore, it is found by MATHEMATICA that
these identifications are true if and only if xf,/" is equal to xf{y". That this is not
the case can be found by inspection of the results of SPECTRO for the zj,t," of the
symmetric top isotopomers and also by recognizing that in this case all g;» would

have to be equal zero.

Alternatively, for the two symmetric top isotopomers all anharmonic constants
between degenerate modes can be recalculated with the help of the eigenvalue spec-
trum which is given in the SPECTRO output. In the following this approach will
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be called 'SPEC’. The following expressions are used:

(ntl/t)(Al) — Nty (2Vt)(Al) — 2Vt

Typ = nt = 5 (3.2)
(n V. )(E) — (n . )(Al) (2]/ )(E) — (21/ )(Al)
gy = tt l2 tht _ t . t (33>
t
(ntl/t + ’n,t/l/t/)(Al) — M Vy — Ny Vy (]_l/t + ]J/t/)(Al) — ]_l/t — 1Vt’ (3 4)
41 = —= .
" ng + Ny 2

(’n,tl/t —l— ’n,t/l/t/)(E) — (’n,tl/t —l— nt/l/t/)(Al)
ly - Ly
(]_l/t ‘l— ]J/t/)(E) — (]-Vt ‘l— ]J/t/)(Al)

= : (3.5)

Juw =

Here n; and [; are the corresponding quantum numbers. Having one quanta in each
mode there are four combinations:

lt lt/ Fg;
1 -1 A /A,
—1 41 Ay/A,
+1 +1  E
-1 -1 E

Since for E the quantum numbers [; and [, have the same sign the denominater
in eq. (3.5) will always be positive. Unfortunately, it is not always evident how to
determine the z*¥™ from an eigenvalue spectrum which has been predicted by an
asymmetric top HAMILTONIAN. For example 99, go2, Tss and gsg of C3¥Cl3F are
calculated as follows:

(20) A = 1647.1662 cm ™!
27.091 27.4
2(ry) = 2- 827.09 5;8 74308 _ 1654.5223 cm ™!
1647.1662 — 1654.5223
Tog = 5 = —-3.68cm™ !

where 827.0915 and 827.4308 cm™! are the two degenerate components v, and vs.
There is thus an estimated error of A,,, &~ + 0.15 cm™!. Concerning gos:

1653.1534 + 1647.9301
(2vy) ) = ; = 1650.5cm ™
1650.54175 — 1647.54815

go2 = 1 = 0.74840 cm ™!
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Having a considerable error of Ay, &~ £ 0.7 cm™!! The averaged values indicate thus
in a way the error for the numerical inaccuracies which are introduced by ignoring
symmetry when deducing the effective HAMILTONIAN. Wishing to determine the
overtones (214) one encounters the following SPECTRO output:

4126.7247 1647.1662 NON-DEG (Vs): 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 O
4127.4885 1647.9301 NON-DEG (Vs): 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 O
4132.7119 1653.1534 NON-DEG (Vs): 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 O

The first column indicates the energy in ecm™!, the second the energy above zero
point, the third the degeneracy of the state (in the asymmetric top expression there
is no degeneracy for CCI3F) and the final nine numbers represent the vibrational

quanta in the following (energetical) order which corresponds to the order shown
. . asym asym asym asym asym asym asym asym asym
11 table 34 nl ) nzdegen’ 3degen’ n4 ) n5degen ) Gdegen’ n7 ) nsdegen’ gdegen' In

table 3.4 is also indicated the symmetry of the corresponding normal mode from
which the symmetry of vibrational state given within SPECTRO can be deduced.
For example the state

normal mode 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
FZT A/ A// A/ A/ A// A/ A/ A/ A//
vibrationalstate 0 1 1 0 0O 0 0 0 O

would correspond to a vibrational state having the irreducible representation I'"" =
A” (within the C; symmetry group).
Thus, we find for the output above:

1647.1662 0 0 2 0 0 0 O O O| A

16479301 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 O O| A

1653.1534 0 1 1 0 0 0 O O 0A”
and state that the degenerate E state must be formed by the A” plus that A" which
is the closest to the A” which is in this case the 1647.9301 cm~! band. The remain-
ing A’ state is defined to be A;. Of course, this means that also here there enters the
approximation which has been affirmed by using the asymmetric top HAMILTONIAN
since the A” and A’ states which are supposed to form the degenerate F state are
not at all strictly degenerate. Imposing symmetry for the PES would have had the
strict degeneracy of the A” and one A’ as a consequence.

In the case of the off diagonal anharmonic constants sg the SPECTRO output is

3121.1127 641.5542 NON-DEG (Vs): 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 ©
3121.1851 641.6267 NON-DEG (Vs) :
3121.4750 641.9166 NON-DEG (Vs) :
3121.4995 641.9411 NON-DEG (Vs) :

—_ O =
e )

0
1
0

o O O

0000 1
0000 1
0000 0
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which corresponds to

6415542 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 A"
641.6267 0 0 0 0 O 1 0 O 1] A"
6419166 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 O 1] A
6419411 0 0 0 0 O 1 0 1 O A

It is difficult to judge which of the four possible combinations of A"+ A’ states will
form the F state. If the numerical inaccuracy of the anharmonic conants determining
the eigenvalue spectrum is taken into account it might facilitate a choice: xz:/" =
-0.435, xgg”™ = -0.401. As deviations to it we find £ 0.019 for 55/66 and + 0.0035
for 88/99. By adding the corresponding corrections to the eigenvalues we find the

following:

6415352 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 A"
641.6457 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 O 1] A"
6419131 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 O 1| A
6419446 0 0 0 0 O 1 0 1 O A

The values did not change considerably which as above indicates the missing symme-
try in the PES. However, the two closest lying A” and A’ states should rather form
the degenerate F state within the symmetric top representation than the alternative
combination. A transition towards the remaining A” state (becoming A, within a
symmetric top) is symmetry forbidden when leaving from a symmetric groundstate.
Since it is not intended to change the eigenvalue spectrum the uncorrected values
are still used to determine the off diagonal anharmonic constants xss and gss:

(vs 4+ v5) ™) = 641.9411 cm™!
398.3835 + 398.3911
vs = ‘g = 398.3873 cm !
243.5446 + 243.5575
vy = ;F = 243.55105 cm ™t
641.9411 — 398.3873 — 243.55105
Tsg = 5 ~ 0.0014 cm ™!
and
(s +v)®) = HLOT ; CLINO _ 6417718 e
641.7718 — 641.9411
J— - ~ —0.17cm™

All other degenerate/degenerate anharmonic constants have been determined in the
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same manner: Assuming that the mean value of the two closest lying levels of
different symmetry corresponds to the E state. The deviation of the original values
from the mean value is considered to correspond to an estimated error.
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3.6 The Coupling Approach

3.6.1 Potential Energy within the Coupling Approach

Having defined the polynomial series expansions f;, fi; and f;j; asin eq. (2.99-2.101)
a potential energy dependent only on three normal modes would be expressed as in
the following:

3 3 3
V(Q1,Q2,Q3) = Zfz(@z) + 2@2‘ Z [i;(Q;)(1 = 6;5)
3 3

+Y Qi > Qi(1—0i5) Y fise(Qr)(1 — dj)
=1 j=1 k=1
(3.6)

The potential energy which has been finally used corresponds to the above expression
but the sums go from ¢ = 1 to 9 since there are nine normal modes in CCI3F.

3.6.2 Inspection of the fit

For some of the expressions which are deduced within the Coupling Approach pre-
dictions are possible for reasons of symmetry. They are derived in this section.
For a C,-symmetry there are modes with: A" and A” symmetry. The former repre-
sents symmetric behaviour with respect to the reflection plane, the latter represents
asymmetric behaviour.

It is recalled that the following equations are valid (being already used in chapter
2.2.2 and 3.5):

A// X A// — A/
A x A = A
A" x A= A x A" =A"

In the Cs, symmetric isotopomers of CCI3F there are three degenerate modes of
which each one has one component with A”-symmetry.
By expressing the potential energy as it is done within the Coupling Approach it
is necessary that all terms are of A’ symmetry. Therefore predictions to the kind
of exponents of the series expansions (f;;) approaching the derivatives in eq. (2.99)
etc. can be done. Their multiplication with other modes must obey the symmetry
rules stated above. There are four possible combinations for the coupling of two
normal modes: Coupling of two asymmetric, coupling of two symmetric, coupling
of an asymmetric with the derivative of a symmetric and coupling of a symmetric
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with the derivative of an asymmetric normal mode. Defining the derivative with
respect to Q as dg = % and denoting the A” modes u and all A’ normal modes g

one obtains thus for fg,, fug, fuu and fy, (note that f,, # fuy):

1. Qy40q,V (Qu) has to be of A’ symmetry. Since by definition @), is of A" symmetry
it follows

that anV(Qu) = A

So, the series expansion fg, to describe Jg, V(Q,) is expected to have even
exponents.

2. Also 4,00,V (Q,) must be A’
Therefore 99,V (Q,) = A"

This expression is contradictive. This is so because dg,V(Q,) is a function of
()y which is A" and not A”. Therefore f,, has to be equal to zero.

3. The combination Q,0,V (Q.) = A’ is the case in which dg, V' (Q,) has to be
expanded within an uneven polynom f,, of A” symmetry.

4. The combination Q,0q,V (Q.) tells then that dg,V (Q,) can be represented by
uneven as well as by even series expansion f,.



Chapter 4

Results

All obtained PES and how they are constituted are presented in this part of the

study.

4.1 An overview

In table 4.1 are indicated the various PES used in this work, the isotopomers,
the spectroscopic programs, DFT functionals, basis sets, approximations and ta-
bles where the corresponding results are presented are indicated.

Table 4.1: The PES of this work

PES | Isotopomer | Program Functional/Basis set Coupling Approach table

A’ C3CI3F MM PBE0/TZ2P—B97-1/DZP yes 5.1, 5.3
D’ C35CI3F MM B97-1/DZP no 5.3

B’ C3Cl3F SP PBE0/TZ2P no 5.3

‘B | C37CI*ClLF SP PBEO0/TZ2P no 5.3

‘B’ all SP PBEO0/TZ2P no 5.8,5.5
' C33CI3F SP PBE0/TZ2P—B97-1/DZP yes 5.3,54-55

In the following sections the results for each PES are explained in more detail.

4.2 MULTIMODE

4.2.1 Surface A’

The electronic potential energy, its first and second derivatives were evaluated for
16 displacements along each normal mode and such for a total of 144 geometries

50
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(taking already into account energetically symmetrical normal modes). The elec-
tronic potential energy and the gradients were obtained with the TZ2P basis set,
and the B97-1 or the PBEO functional, respectively. The second derivatives with the
DZP basis are only calculated for B97-1. Thus, following the outline in chapter 2.3.
"the Coupling Approach’ the electronic potential energies account for eq. (2.102)
representing thus V. The gradients define eq. (2.103) and thus a part of V? and
the second derivatives were fitted by eq. (2.104) corresponding to to V) and the
remaining part of V(?). The used expression of the potential energy is:

(1)ene7“gies (2)gr'adient5 (2)2ndDerivati’ues (3)27LdDer'i’uatives
V(Q) = Vppporzer + Verorzer + Veor-1pzp  + VBor-1.pzp

The variational calculations of MULTIMODE followed the procedure described
in [13, 51]. For the VSCF calculations, 8 basis functions are used per normal mode
starting from 14 primitives harmonic oscillator functions and the 16 Gauss quadra-
ture points per normal mode are contracted to 10 points. The contraction technique
is described in detail in ref. [13, (a)]. In the VCI calculations, convergency is reached
with the following CI basis: The excitations from the vibrational VSCF ground state
involve up to a maximum of 4 normal modes simultaneously. For the one-, two-,
three- and four- mode excitations, the maximum of quanta per mode is 6, 5, 4 and
3, respectively, and the maximum sum of quanta per vibrational level is 6. The
same number of primitive functions and integration points as in the VSCF step are
used, and 7 contracted basis functions being necessary. Predictions for fundamen-
tals, combination bands and overtones of C**Cl3F from MULTIMODE VSCF and
VCI calculations using surface "A’ are presented in Table 5.3.

The calculation time for the electronic potential energy and its first derivative was
about 20 min on the machines in Ziirich, the time for the second derivatives was
the double: 40 min even though a smaller basis had been chosen (DZP). Thus for
generating the total PES A’ consisting of 144 points approximately only 6 d of
calculations were necessary.

4.2.2 Surface 'D’

To investigate the validity of PES "A’ a higher dimensional PES ("D’) was generated
for C*Cl3F. This PES consists of a grid of all possible combinations of single point
calculations for two normal modes. The total number of points for the nine modes is
thus: n” >N, where n is the number of single point calculations per normal mode,
D is the dimensionality of the PES and N is the number of vibrational degrees of
freedom. Thus for n =10, N =9 and a 2D PES there are 100 (9 +8+7+6+5+
4 4 3 + 2) = 3400 points to be calculated.
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For all combinations, however, in which a degeneracy is involved the V (Qgegenerate )
has to be symmetric for the A”-mode (mode 9, 5 and 1 - compare to the section
'Inspection of the fit"). Therefore only half of the given 2D surface needed to be
evaluated and then reflected to give the complete two normal mode dependent sur-
face. Such the total number of points not lying on a single normal mode was only
2550 points. Using the information of those points which led already to PES "A’
resulted in a total number of 2694 geometries for which energies and gradients are
determined. All the 2550 points were calculated with the B97-1 functional and the
DZP basis set. The energies and gradients were used in a two-dimensional Hermite
interpolation to obtain the PES ’D’ (see reference [18]). The results for the funda-
mentals are shown in table 5.3.

Because one point on this PES and its gradient takes about 280 seconds the to-
tal PES "D’ with 2550 needed nearly 8 d of calculation time on the machines in
Ziirich.
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4.3 SPECTRO

The second derivatives which are the elements of the HESSIAN matrix and figure in

alternative ways:

1. They can be determined with the help of a force field which is directly calculated
by a combined SPECTRO / CADPAC code using the energies of 19 points.
This is done for all isotopomers. The PES using these expressions is called 'B’.
It is generated for all isotopomers.

2. They are derived from equations (2.102), (2.103) and (2.104) (see section 2.3)
defining surface A’ (compare to the chapter 'The Coupling Approach’). The
surface using these definitions of the quartic and cubic terms is called 'C’. As
"A’ it is only derived for the isotopomer C*Cl3F.

4.3.1 Surface 'B’

Surface ‘B’ was determined by a SPECTRO / CADPAC calculation [14] using the
functional PBEO and the TZ2P basis set. To generate a ‘B’ PES for one isotopomer
circa 2,5 d calculation time on the machines in Ziirich was needed. For the iso-
topomers C*Cl3F, C37Cl3F, C*CL,3"CIF and C*CI3Cl,F vibrational eigenvalues,
harmonic frequencies, anharmonic constants, absorption intensities and rotational
constants are shown in tables 5.3 and 5.8, 5.5. According to eq. (2.87) the ab-

sorption intensities were corrected by weighting with their BOLTZMANN factors for
T =298 K [7]:

1— gie:cp[ - ’;—T] =1— gexp| — 0.004828u2-/cm—1} =
e 0.9946 for v; = 1080.7cm™',g; =1
e 0.9247 for 1, = 535.6 cm™!,g; = 1
e 0.8147 for 5 = 349.2 cm !, ¢g; = 1
e 0.9668 for v, = 848.9 cm™!, g; = 2

e (0.7037 for v5 = 395.9 cm™!, g; = 2
e 0.6211 for vg = 242.2 cm™!, g; = 2

As already mentioned in chapter 2.2.2 and 3.5 there are approximations for the

Cjs, symmetric isotopomers. Their anharmonic constants x37"", x;/"", gt X5 5 OF
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g™, respectively, have to be deduced from the asymmetric top expression xg;"",

X" Xt xpon s and xi7p . Within the 'THAMDIFF’ method this is done in detail
in Appendix A with the help of the formulas (3.1) introduced in chapter 3.5. Fur-
thermore, following the 'SPEC’ method the anharmonic constants for the symmetric
top isotopomers are also obtained by calculating them with the help of the eigenvalue
spectrum generated by the anharmonic constants of the asymmetric top representa-
tion (see chapter 3.5, expressions 3.2 -3.5). The spectrum is likewise already given in
the SPECTRO output. The latter approach to determine the anharmonic constants
is not as elegant as expressing directly x*¥"=f(xz%¥™) but it avoids the problem of
correlating quantum numbers of different symmetrical representations. Both ways
of determining the symmetric top anharmonic constants are carried out in order to
see if the idea of expressing directly x*¥™ = f(z%¥™) introduces any non negligible
errors.

4.3.2 Surface 'C’

For C*Cl3F the harmonic force constants were identified not within the SPECTRO
/ CADPAC-calculation but also with the potential of the Coupling Approach (see
above). The cubic and quartic force constants were derived by finite displacement
using the normal SPECTRO calculation. Thus all the spectroscopic constants be-
came accessible via the Coupling Approach. No further calculation time was needed
for these results.



Chapter 5

Discussion, Conclusions and
Outlook

In this chapter the actual results are presented and discussed. Finally, conlusions
are drawn and potential improvements are proposed.

5.1 Discussion

Discussing the Coupling Approach: Table 5.1

Table 5.1 represents the dependency of the fundamental wavenumbers on the in-
creasing order of coupling in the expression for the potential energy (see eq. (2.54)
and (2.99) and the following). Thus in table 5.1 V) means that the potential en-
ergy surface is approximated as V(Q) = 20_, VW(Q;) while V) + V@ means that
V(Q) =X, VI(Q) + X1, VP(Qs,Q;) ete.. Going from first to third order
one observes generally an improvement of several cm™! in comparison to experi-
ment. Furthermore, also the degeneracy improves. The largest improvement takes
place if the coupling between all the combinations of two normal modes is included.
However, the improvement due to the including of simultaneous coupling between
three modes is neglectible. So, this means that for CCI3F the quality of the basis set
and the functional which introduce f;;; (eq. 2.101) within the Coupling Approach
is not crucial and that only the gradient and the energies are essential within the
Coupling Approach. Thus the calculation time could become one third of what it
takes originally. By achieving this state of computational cost (~ 2 d) the Coupling
Approach becomes even cheaper than the standard procedure to generate PES B’
(~2,5d).

55
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Table 5.1: Comparison of the convergence by varying the degree of coupling in the potential energy
expansion in the frame of the Coupling Approach: Variation of the MM-VSCF fundamentals [cm™?]
of C3CI3F

v; v v 4+ v@ v L v@ L vO | exp. ([49])
v | 1095.38 1091.83 1091.69 1081.27982
vy | 542.06 539.91 539.92 538.16
vy | 351.87 350.30 350.36 351.41
vy | 838.34 830.13 830.53 849.53
vy | 842.74 831.10 831.13 K

vs | 402.34 399.46 399.49 399.2

ve | 402.60 399.49 399.49 K

vg | 245.54 244.08 244.09 244.1

vy | 245.28 243.97 244.00 K

Discussion of the eigenvalues in Table 5.2 and 5.3

All results in table 5.3 compare very well to experimental values. The agreement
with experiment is excellent for nearly all fundamentals and low lying combination
bands: often even less than 1 em~!. The degenerate CCl; stretching normal mode v,
and the v; C-F stretching normal mode could be satisfyingly calculated disagreeing
with respect to experiment by ~ 22 ecm~! and ~ 11 cm™!, respectively. These are
the two highest lying fundamentals. It is therefore consistent that the agreement
acchieved for the corresponding overtones as for example the 24 band is not any
better.
As already mentioned in Chapter 3.3 "The Functionals’ the used functionals might
not be the most appropriate in order to calculate the v, CCl vibration because the
calculated harmonic wavenumber is too low and the CCIl bondlength is too long.
So, one would not expect an agreement with experiment as good as for the other
fundamentals. However, considering this band and the v; it becomes clear that it
is reproduced the best by the 'C’-surface which represents the Coupling Approach
combined with SPECTRO.

Thus we can conclude that the reason for the comparatively less accurate predic-
tion must be rather due to the potential energy calculations than due to the fitting
procedures which generate the input for MULTIMODE or SPECTRO

One observes a good agreement between the three surfaces 'A’, 'B” and ’C’. They
differ generally only between 0.5 and 2 cm™!. Being computationally less expen-

sive (see previous section) the Coupling Approach ('C’) is directly comparable to
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Table 5.2: Fundamentals v; and experimental values [49] (in cm™!) determined for all isotopomers
by PES 'B’, for C3*CI3F also by 'C’

i | 'C’: CPCLF 'B’: C¥CIF  exp. CPCL*CIF exp CB®CPClF  exp. C¥CI3F  exp.
1 1093.3 1093.4 1081.9 1093.0 1080.7 1093.1 1079.9 | 1093.0 -
4 537.7 537.7 538.2 535.2 535.6 535.3 533.0 535.4 530.4
7 349.8 349.7 351.4 347.5 349.2 347.5 347.0 347.6 -
2 827.9 827.3 849.5 826.3 848.9 826.3 - 826.9 847.1
3 7 7 - 826.9 - 827.2 - 7 -
5 398.5 398.4 399.2 394.6 395.9 394.7 - 396.4 -
6 7 7 - 398.1 - 398.7 - 7 -
8 243.8 243.5 244.1 241.2 242.2 241.3 240.3 241.8 -
9 7 7 - 242.3 - 242.4 - ” -

the conventionally obtained results of SPECTRO (’B’). Furthermore the influence
of the use of MM instead of SPECTRO can be seen by comparison of the results
for 'B” with the results for ’A’. Likewise they agree one which each other very well.
Nevertheless, this good agreement is not the case for some overtones and combina-
tion bands like for example the A; absorption (0001'1'0°): at &~ 1225 cm™': v(PES
"A”)-v(PES 'B’) = 3.6 cm™! or for the 21, (2000°0°0%) band at 2145.2 cm™!. Unfor-
tunately, for the first and other diverging cases there is no experimental assignment
in order to distinguish between these surfaces but the latter and the 14 + 14 absorp-
tion indicate for SPECTRO PES "B’ a slightly better agreement with experiment.
The ’D’-surface behaves rather poor in comparison with the other surfaces. This
means that the DZP-basis is insufficient and can even not be compensated by in-
cluding 2D cuts into the PES (see also 4.3.2).

Nevertheless, this table demonstrates in general highly accurate predictions for rel-
atively low calculation costs.

Also for C3*CL,3"CIF the agreement between calculated vibrational frequencies
and experimental data is splendid. Furthermore one can compare in table 5.3 the
effect of the isotopic shift for experiment and the results for PES 'B’. The last colum
represents exactly the same approach towards the PES as the fifth. The only differ-
ence lies in symmetry. Thus the influence of change of symmetry from Cs, to C, can
be directly seen within the given approximations. The results show - in analogy to
experiment - a shift of the eigenvalue spectrum towards lower vibrational frequen-
cies. This is reasonable since the mass of one atom involved into the vibrational
motion has been increased. Indeed a comparison of the predicted eigenvalues with
the experimental ones allows to judge which of the two isotopomers is better de-
scribed by the asymmetric top HAMILTONIAN. If the asymmetric HAMILTONIAN was
inadequate for the symmetric isotopomer C*CI3F the differences of its eigenvalues
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in comparison to experiment would be bigger than for the asymmetric isotopomer.
The differences between these differences range in an order of less than 1 cm™!
meaning that they are small with respect to the systematical errors of the calcu-
lations. Thus, at least for the eigenvalue spectrum, the fact that the asymmetric
top HAMILTONIAN has been used for a symmetric top molecule seems to be a "le-
gitimate” approximation within the methods which were used in this work. The
results for all isotopomers in table 5.2 demonstrate very good agreement of the pre-
dicted eigenvalues in comparison to experiment and correct tendencies for isotopic
shifts from C**Cl3F to C¥"Cl3F. The only exceptional result is the isotopic shift for
C3"CI3F for which the lowest eigenvalues are expected. However its vy increases
with respect to the lighter isotopomers. In fact this could be a consequence of the
use of the asymmetric HAMILTONIAN.
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Table 5.3: Comparisons and assignments of fundamentals, overtones and combination bands for
C3CI3F determined for the PES "A’, 'B’, ’C’ and ’D’ using MM-VCI (MULTIMODE) and SP
(SPECTRO) and for C33Cly37CIF using PES "B’ (For those frequencies were degeneracy is abol-

ished the average of the A’ and A” assigned values are indicated). All values are given in cm™'.

1

Some of the experimental data are estimated with the help of experimental combinational values.

Assignments | C3*CI3F C3CLL,%"CIF
N1N2N3NgMN5NG rer exp. [49] A’ (MM) ’'B’(SP) ’'C’ (SP) ’'D’ (MM) rr exp. [49] B’
0000°0°00 Aq ZPE 2481.8 2478.8 2479.0 2421.0 A’ ZPE 2472.6
0000°0°1* E 244.1 243.8 243.5 243.8 238.3 Al A 242.2 241.6
0010°0°0° Aq 351.4 349.6 349.7 349.8 341.7 A 349.22 347.5
0000°110° E 399.2 398.4 398.4 398.5 392.6 A AT 395.9 394.6
0000°0°20 Aq - 487.2 487.0 487.5
0000°0°22 E - 488.0 487.3 487.8
0100°0°0° Aq 538.2 537.1 537.7 537.7 526.5 Al 535.6 535.2
0010°0°1" E - 593.7 593.2 593.6
0000111t E - 642.5 641.8 642.2
0020°0°0° Aq - 699.0 699.3 699.4
0010°1100 E - 747.7 747.7 747.9
0100°0°1" E 781.7 780.4 780.6 780.9 A" 7772 776.3
0000°2°0° Aq - 796.1 795.9 796.1
0000°220° E - 795.8 795.8 795.9
000110°0° E 849.5 827.6 827.3 827.9 812.1 A AT 848.9 826.5
0110°090° Aq 888.7 886.0 886.6 886.7 A 884.0 881.9
0100°110° E 936.5 936.0 936.9 936.9
0001'0°1" Ay - 1070.2 1069.3 1069.2
E - 1070.9 1069.7 1069.9
0200°0°0° Aq - 1072.8 1074.2 1074.2
100020900 Aq 1081.9 1092.3 1093.1 1093.3 1065.4 A 1080.7  1093.0
0110°0°1" E 1132.2 1130.4 - -
00111000 E - 1175.8 1175.2 1175.1
000111100 Aq - 1225.7 1223.4 1222.4
Ay - 1228.5 1224.0 1225.5
E - 1224.0 1223.6 1224.0
100000011 E 1324.2 1337.2 1337.1 1335.4
0101'0°0° E - 1361.6 1361.8 1361.4
101020900 Aq - 1442.9 1443.8 1442.1
100001100 E - 1487.9 1488.0 1486.9
1100°0°0° Ay - 1628.0 1629.4 1628.2
0002°0°0° Ay - 1644.8 1647.9  1646.7
000220°0° E - 1653.8 1653.2 1650.7
100110900 E - 1920.2 1921.0 1918.2
2000°0°0° Ay 2145.2 2174.4 2168.8 2165.8
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Table 5.4: Rotational constants B and corresponding experimental values [52, 4] in cm™! deter-
mined for all isotopomers with the help of PES "B’ and for C3*CI3F also with 'C’

Isotopomer A exp. B exp. C exp.
'C”: C35CI3F | 0.0820 - 0.0820  0.08225098 | 0.0574  0.05771
'B’: C3CI3F | 0.0820 - 0.0820  0.08225098 | 0.0574  0.05771
C3CL2CIF | 0.0819 0.082160 | 0.0798 0.080036 0.0563  0.056606
CHCITCLF | 0.0808 0.081034 | 0.07868  0.078898 | 0.05529 0.055608

C37CI3F 0.07861 - 0.07861 - 0.05428 -

Table 5.5: Comparison of experimental and calculated intensities G; [pm?] for the fundamentals
(within the double harmonic approximation) of CCI3F. The indeces i correspond to the energetical

order of the fundamentals. See also table 5.6.

g;_)bs gieff

i exp. [7] 'B’
1 2.61 £+ 0.22 2.67
4 0.0346 + 0.0012 0.0551
7 0.0137 + 0.0024 0.007

2/3 7.40 £ 0.59 8.2
5/6 | 0.00206 £+ 0.00041 0.0068
8/9 < 0.0007 0.0022

Discussing rotational constants in table 5.4

Table 5.4 shows the coherent influence of the isotopic shift on the results for rota-
tional constants. A and B - which have to be identical in the case of the Cs, symmet-
ric isotopomers - agree completely despite the use of the asymmetric HAMILTONIAN.
A likewise excellent agreement with experiment is to be noted.

Discussing absorption intensities in table 5.5

All absorption intensities show very good results in comparison to experiment. Ex-

cept for the ”problematic” QS% are all deviations from experiment smaller than

0.05 pm?2. As already explained in chapter 4.3.1 the corrections for the temperature
dependency of the absorption improved the values in comparison to experiment es-
pecially for the low lying degenerate fundamentals. The g9 band has an intensity
which is below the minimum detectable signal. The intensities do not differ by more
than 0.002 pm? for the individual isotopomers.
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Table 5.6: Harmonic frequencies w; in cm ™! calculated by SPECTRO for all isotopomers

i | CBCIE | C3CI3F | CPCL3CIF | CHCPClLF
1] 1113.300 | 1113.292 1113.292 1113.292
2 | 839.387 | 839.297 839.261 839.297
3| 839.339 | 838.104 838.140 838.104
4| 542978 | 540.411 540.411 540.411
5 | 402.182 | 401.903 401.884 401.903
6 | 402.156 | 398.379 398.398 398.379
7| 351.970 | 349.720 349.720 349.720
8 | 245.328 | 244.063 244.065 244.063
9 | 245.327 | 242.899 242.898 242.899

Discussing anharmonic constants in table 5.7 and 5.8

The order of the vibrational levels in table 5.7 and 5.8 corresponds to the l-matrix
presented in chapter 3.4 or to the table 5.6 above.

The agreement with experiment is very good for nearly all values which can be
compared. Nevertheless x13 and x19 deviate considerably from experiment. This is
an exception since all other experimental values are very well reproduced. It might
be because it involves the normal mode 14, which shows an unexpected isotopic shift
(see below) and which deviates by ~ 10 cm™ from experiment.

The experimental values had been determined by a Birge-Sponer analysis of the
measured spectrum which takes into account fundamentals, overtones, combination
bands and hot band transitions. If an analysis of only the corresponding fundamen-
tals and their combination is carried out the experimental value would reduce in
magnitude to ~ -1.2 cm™!.

Considering in table 5.7 those anharmonic constants which do depend on symme-
try (x) it becomes evident that the difference in anharmonicity due to symmetry
is small. This might be a further reason why it is not astonishing that the other cal-
culated results for the vibrational levels for symmetric and asymmetric isotopomers
using the asymmetric HAMILTONIAN are quite similar.

As it could already be seen in the eigenvalue spectrum the isotopic shift has al-
ready for the anharmonic constants the correct tendency. Again only the results for
CCl3F have a deviating behaviour. We find thus consistency with respect to table
5.3. Clearly an isotopic shift can not be seen within the x1;. The corresponding
normal mode 1 corresponds to a C-F stretching while a systematic decrease in an-
harmonicity is observed This might reflect the error which has been already observed
for the fundamental v with respect to experiment. Surprisingly, when considering
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the xq9; or x3;, degenerate C-Cl strechting normal modes v, and r3 having even a
larger error than 14, show as an isotopic shift a systematic decrease in anharmonicity.
This might be due to compensating errors.

From the results for those anharmonic constants of symmetric top isotopomers
which have to be identical (x4, and x4, or x;,,, and x4,,,) it becomes clear that the
order of numerical inaccuracies is in the range of less than 0.1 ecm™!. Furthermore
one can see in table 5.7 that the results for the anharmonic constants which stemm
from the Coupling Approach PES ("C’) are often slightly closer to the experimental
values than those stemming from PES 'B’.

In table 5.8 all results for the degenerate/degenerate anharmonic constants seen
by different symmetries are displayed. From this table it is obvious that the two
ways of transforming the z**¥™ to x*¥™ leads to significantly different values.

Both ways of transformation involve approximations. One by directly correlat-
ing quantum numbers of an asymmetric top representation with quantum numbers
of a symmetric top expression. The other by simply averaging vibrational levels.
However, the latter allows in a way to determine an error since the deviation of the
mean value from the original eigenvalues is known. The error of the anharmonic
constants z ranges in the order of a few percent with the exception of Axsg (& 100
C3"Cl3F involving the degenerate normal mode 8 for which already the fundamental
has been the most difficult to predict in comparison to experiment. In general the
errors for C3"CI3F are larger than for C**Cl3F. The errors for the g constants often
range in the order of 100 Even though large errors are observed for the 'SPEC’
results table 5.8 clearly demonstrates that the "HAMDIFF’ method does not yield
anharmonic constants which correspond to their eigenvalue spectrum. This can
easily be shown by recalculating an ”eigenvalue spectrum®™” again by using the
obtained &7} sy prre and 278 p o and comparing it to the SPECTRO ”eigenvalue
spectrum®?™” . Tt is trivial that the results for those eigenvalues which have been
used to determine x7¢ppo will be better reproduced by using #7455 But what
about the combination bands? As an example will be considered the state (v4 + v3)
of C3"CL3F. Its energy indicated in the SPECTRO ”eigenvalue spectrum®¥™” is
776.57215 cm~!. Trying to recalculate this with the help of the 2*¥™ shown in table
5.7 and 5.8 we find:

sym sym sym sym

(u+uvs) = vatuvg+ayy +a48 +Tgg + s
= 39819 cm ' +241.79 cm™' — 0.599 em ™! + 0.81 cm ™!

T8 + gsg
= 777.39 cm ™! 4 2™ + ged™
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Table 5.7: Anharmonic constants 2™ and their experimental values [49] in [cm™'] determined

for all isotopomers with the help of PES 'B’ and for C3°CI3F in addition with the help of PES
'C’. All experimental values refer to a symmetric top system even for the asymmetric top iso-
topomers. There is neither experimental evidence for C*”CI3F nor for any degenerate/degenerate
anharmonicity 4. The order of the vibrational level corresponds to the energetical order (see table
5.6). All anharmonic constants are given within the asymmetric top description being copied from
the SPECTRO output.

(C®CI3F) C3"CI3F | C®CL3CIF C3CIP"ClL,F

ij | i OC)  zy; (B) exp. Tij Tij exp. Tij exp.
11 -8.764 -8.701 -9,17(5) -8.697 -8.702 -9.08 -8.700 -9.00(2)
12 0.066 0.426 - 0.353 0.367 - 0.408 -
13 0.108 0.425 - 0.301 0.347 - 0.367 -
14 -1.166 -1.420 - -1.473 -1.461 - -1.464 -
15 -3.223 -3.458 - -3.426 -3.484 - -3.457 -
16 -3.211 -3.460 - -3.423 -3.420 - -3.412 -
17 0.681 0.977 - 1.022 0.989 - 1.008 -
18 0.546 0.473 -3.65 0.484 0.445 -3.65 0.471 -
19 0.552 0.477 -3.65 0.437 0.425 -3.65 0.473 -
22 -3.323 -3.466 - -3.392 -3.515 -3.497 -
23 -1.520 -1.369 - -1.333 -1.387 - -1.105 -
24 -3.343 -3.013 - -2.873 -3.147 - -3.061 -
25 -1.979 -1.816 - -1.753 -2.186 - -1.971 -
26 0.354 0.382 - 0.326 0.287 - 0.213 -
27 -1.634 -1.762 - -1.696 -1.794 - -1.801 -
28 -1.244 -1.243 - -1.1475 -1.579 -1.579 -1.615 -
29 -1.350 -1.654 - -1.616 -1.275 - -1.221 -
33 -2.942 -3.508 - -3.431 -3.419 - -3.490 -
34 -3.337 -3.014 - -2.925 -2.933 - -2.892 -
35 0.355 0.293 - 0.287 0.392 - 0.281 -
36 -1.929 -2.045 - -2.074 -1.954 - -1.876 -
37 -1.683 -1.756 - -1.699 -1.681 - -1.662 -
38 -1.417 -1.640 - -1.622 -1.237 - -1.230 -
39 -1.224 -1.357 - -1.248 -1.601 - -1.574 -
44 -0.592 -0.621 - -0.599 -0.612 - -0.604 -
45 0.753 0.761 1.06 0.800 0.805 - 0.792 -
46 0.764 0.751 1.06 0.818 0.832 - 0.836 -
47 -0.691 -0.833 -0.87 -0.768 -0.807 -0.82 -0.786 -
48 -0.617 -0.643 -0.59 -0.5915 -0.639 -0.57 -0.629 -0.55
49 -0.603 -0.624 -0.59 -0.603 -0.600 -0.57 -0.608 -0.55
55 -0.449 -0.435 - -0.433 -0.406 - -0.387 -
56 -0.967 -0.882 - -0.815 -0.786 - -0.827 -
57 -0.373 -0.359 - -0.377 -0.333 - -0.328 -
58 -0.294 -0.387 - -0.295 -0.024 - 0.027 -
59 0.044 -0.012 - -0.095 -0.312 - -0.345 -
66 -0.428 -0.401 - -0.366 -0.420 - -0.393 -
67 -0.373 -0.356 - -0.371 -0.385 - -0.398 -
68 0.014 -0.008 - -0.084 -0.364 - -0.371 -
69 -0.276 -0.309 - -0.216 -0.030 - 0.016 -
77 -0.079 -0.077 - -0.079 -0.077 - -0.077 -
78 -0.007 -0.052 - -0.047 -0.066 - -0.065 -
79 -0.007 -0.073 - -0.078 -0.067 - -0.042 -
88 -0.051 -0.060 - -0.049 -0.058 - -0.050 -
89 0.205 0.199 - 0.190 0.192 - 0.212 -
99 -0.044 -0.053 - -0.043 -0.049 - -0.044 -
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(va+ v8)mamprer = T77.39 em™" + (2d") waniprrr + (958 ) waMDIFF
77739 cm™ !t — 0.05 em™ ' + 0.14 cm ! = 777.49 em ™!
while for ’SPEC’

(vs +v8)spper = TT7.39 ecm™ + (258" )rsprcr + (958" ) spEcy
77739 em™t —1.27 em ™' + 0.48 em ! = 776.6 cm !

Other combination bands in the ”eigenvalue spectrum®¥™” are nicely reproduced
by both &7} v prer and 2780 pen.

Unfortunately, experimental evidence is very poor for all isotopomers and it is
thus not clear how good the results are. However, a first rough estimate is certainly
given by x7¢pper.
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Table 5.8: Anharmonic constants x4 and gy in [cm™!] determined for all symmetric top iso-
topomers within the asymmetric top description and the symmetric top description. Values in
column "HAMDIFE’ are obtained by subtracting the two HAMILTONIANS as described in Appendix
A. Values in column 'SPEC’ are obtained by calculating them from the asymmetric top eigenvalue
spectrum. For the latter an estimated error is given which is determined according to chapter
4.3.1. by the means of deviation from the SPECTRO output values. The order of the vibrational
level corresponds to the energetical order (see table 5.6).

C*CIsF C3CL3F gosvm
tt' | "™ rpampire  %spper T error v THaMDIFE _ TiSpper F error
22 | -3.466 -3.487 -3.678 0.17 -3.392 -3.411 -4.203 0.75
23 | -1.369 - - -1.333 - -
25 -1.816 -0.797 -2.211 0.08 -1.753 -0.803 -2.291 0.75
26 0.382 - - 0.326 - -
28 -1.243 -1.474 -1.803 0.08 -1.175 -1.415 -0.718 0.675
29 -1.654 - - -1.616 - -
33 | -3.508 - - -3.431 - -
35 | 0.293 - - 0.287 - -
36 -2.045 - - -2.074 - -
38 -1.640 - - -1.622 - -
39 -1.357 - - -1.248 - -
55 | -0.435 -0.418 -0.397 0.005 -0.433 -0.399 1.302 0.75
56 | -0.882 - - -0.815 - -
o8 -0.387 -0.179 0.001 0.01 -0.295 -0.172 -0.230 0.675
99 -0.012 - - -0.095 - -
66 -0.401 -0.366 - -
68 | -0.008 - - -0.084 - -
69 | -0.309 - - -0.216 - -
838 | -0.060 -0.057 -0.059 0.005 -0.049 -0.046 -1.268 0.6
89 0.199 - - 0.190 - -
99 -0.053 - - -0.043 - -
922 - 2.765 0.748 0.65 - 2.745 1.280 0.6
925 - -1.239 1.446 1.8 - -1.110 4.640 0.7
928 - 0.465 0.290 0.02 - 0.204 -0.772 0.4
955 - 0.149 -0.022 0.0006 - -0.008 -1.277 0.4
958 - -0.162 -0.169 0.125 - -0.083 2.768 0.5
938 - 0.145 0.041 0.04 - 0.141 0.476 0.1
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5.2 Conclusions

In this work DFT is used to predict spectroscopic data for CCI3F. The following
new aspects which have been presented are highlighted.

e The hybrid functional PBEO gives excellent predictions for the most abundant
isotopomers of CCI3F. Simple GGA functionals such as BLYP are inadequate
(even LDA gives better results). Simple inspection of geometry optimization
calculations facilitates the choice of an appropriate functional for CCI3F. Con-
cerning the prediction of the C-Cl bond length PBEO could still be improved.

e DFT allows to determine a PES through terms which involve 3D cuts. 19 single
point calculations are sufficient for an analysis using second-order perturbation
theory (SPECTRO).

e More interestingly using gradient and second derivative data to determine a
PES for normal modes with higher anharmonicity constants only 144 geometries
are necessary to be calculated (Coupling Approach + MULTIMODE).

e The vibrational energy levels are determined by variational theory and by per-
turbation theory. Although perturbation theory gives not the exact eigenvalues,
here it yields high quality predictions for the energy levels, which are of the
same accuracy as the results obtained by variational calculations. Therefore the
optimum would be to proceed in analogy to the generation of PES 'C’ and its
results. The use of MULTIMODE is recommended because it allows to check
easily and cheaply the results. Thus the advantages of these both programs
can be joined and exploited extensively

e In this work the use of an asymmetric HAMILTONIAN for the Cs, molecules
C3BCI3F and C37CL3F is legitimate for the eigenvalue spectrum but not for the
anharmonic constants.

e An explicit expression for gy in terms of x®¥™ is identified. The expressions to

transform anharmonic constants obtained by an asymmetric top HAMILTONIAN
into anharmonic constants corresponding to a symmetric top HAMILTONIAN
can be calculated by a short FORTRAN program which uses the SPECTRO
output as input. Checking the results with the help of the eigenvalue spec-
trum leads to doubts concerning these results. Eventually, the results for other
molecules whose anharmonic constants had already been calculated using the
same expressions have to be corrected.

e Including higher dimensional cuts into the PES calculated by cheaper basis sets
as DZP does not necessarily improve the results.
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e Throughout this study the magnitudes related to normal modes 1 and 2/3

show to be more difficult to predict than magnituteds related to other normal
modes. Clearly it would be worth it to undertake efforts in order to increase
the accuracy of predictions for these three normal modes.

The Algorithm

As a general conclusion from this work the following algorithm for the calculation
of the infrared spectrum of a given molecule is proposed. It follows in principle the
procedure used to obtain the results for PES "C’. This algorithm scales only with N
in the calculation time (N being the number of nuclei in the molecule).

The Algorithm

1.

Determination of the appropriate functional for the system by comparison of
calculated geometries with experiment.

. DFT calculation of the energies and gradients at n x (3N — 6) points. n = 16

was sufficient in the case of CCL3F.

. Use the Coupling Approach to obtain the PES (see chapter 2.4) for

V(Q) — Z V(Qi)(l)ener'gies + Z V(Q“ Qj)(z)gradients
' i#i

Use MM-VCI for the vibrational levels (see chapter 2.2). Results correspond
to those for PES "A’.

Calculate all anharmonic constants from the eigenvalue spectrum if and only if
the molecule has a symmetry higher than Cs,.

. Derive the force field from the PES.

Use it for SPECTRO in order to determine vibrational absorption intensities,
rotational constants and, in the case that the molecule has not a symmetry
higher than Cg, also anharmonic constants.
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5.3 Outlook

All methods used in this work yielded results which are of the state of the art and
which come often close to experimental accuracy. However, theoretically there is no
limit of improvement until experimental accuracy is reached.

In order to improve for example the reproduction of the two highest lying funda-
mentals and other properties of the molecule which involve the same nomral modes
one could make efforts in finding an even more suitable functional for CCI3F. Alter-
natively one could increase the number of calculated points on the PES involving
their normal modes.

5.3.1 The Coupling Approach for other Molecules

First of all, the other isotopomers of trichlorofluoromethane should be calculated
with the same approximations and compared one to each other. If the Coupling
Approach likewise shows to yield as excellent results as in this work, larger molecular
systems with more anharmonicity are to be tackled trying to keep the error with
respect to experiment in the range of errors of the systems considered in this work.

5.3.2 Further development of the grid for the PES within the Coupling
Approach

The PES is obtained by using the information of points lying exclusively equidis-
tantly on a 1D grid. This equidistant distribution might introduce numerically
bigger errors in regions of the PES where the gradient varies more than in regions
where the PES is relatively flat. Thus, it is proposed to distribute in an equidistant
manner only a part of the total number (n) of points on the 1D cuts which are to be
calculated and then to calculate first their gradients and second derivatives in order
to determine rather qualitatively how the gradient varies. If the absolute value of
the second derivative is large the number of additional points close to that point for
which the second derivative has been calculated should be increased while in those
regions where the second derivative is small no more points have to be added.

Furthermore it is proposed to distribute those points being economized by the non-
equidistant distribution selectively in regions of the full dimensional PES which are
assumed to have large gradients. These regions can be identified by a thorough
comparison between the normal modes with respect to the potential energies, the
gradients and the second derivatives. Do they differ a lot it is of big interest to
calculate further geometries lying in between the normal modes. For example, if
fiji(Qim) (the second derivative of the potential energy with respect to j at the
geometry m of the normal mode @) is a value which is considerably different from
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f4ii(Q;j.m) it is proposed to carry out a single point calculation of the geometry lying

between @);,,, and @, : Q%L,. In other words, if Arp = |f;ii(Qjm )| — | fiji(Qim)]
is big one should do another calculation at QSLQL,. Of course, the closer the values m
and m’ are the more important the information, therefore a normalization factor for
Ay is proposed: Flm,‘ There are A for potential energies, gradients and second
derivatives at all already calculated geometries on the 1D cuts. One would have to
rank them while taking into account that certain combinations might be of special
interest. For example, of big interest would be the combination of a big A for the
potential energy together with gradients where the sign of the energetically lower
lying gradient is negative with respect to the mode with the higher potential energy
and where the sign of the energetically higher lying gradient is positive with respect
to the mode with the lower potential energy. The additional single point calcula-
tions can easily be included into the expression for the potential energy within the
Coupling Approach by fitting the results in linear combinations of polynomial ex-
pansions of the corresponding normal modes. Thus, interpolation enters inherently
the Coupling Approach. This improvement can be tested continuously for conver-
gence.

As a testing case the normal modes 1 and 2/3 could be of special ineterest. Using
this study and trying to improve the PES 'mode selectively’” for normal mode 1,2
and 3 one could easily quantify any slight improvement.

5.3.3 Further development of SPECTRO

The not working subroutine in SPECTRO which uses an appropriate HAMILTONIAN
for symmetric top molecules could be made to work also for orders of the principle
rotational axis greater than two. Or a procedure is implemented which determines
the anharmonic constants of the symmetric top HAMILTONIAN with the help of the
force constants which were estimated within the asymmetric top HAMILTONIAN.
Thus one could calculate the same molecule in order to determine quantitatively
the influence of using the HAMILTONIAN with the unsuitable symmetry.
Alternatively a small program could be developed which determines the anhar-
monic constants from the eigenvalue spectrum as it was done in this study whithin
the 'SPEC’ approach. Also higher vibrational levels should be calculated for the
two HAMILTONIAN.
In addition one should implement routines which can make use of the PES obtained
by the Coupling Approach such as ’C’. The values predicted with the help of 'C’
were the most precise ones. Therefore any developments in this direction seem to
be promising.
Concerning the anharmonic constants it would also be useful to have more experi-
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mental evidence in order to compare. Especially further results for z15 (see chapter
5.1) and the g constants would be interesting.



Appendix A

Transforming Anharmonic
Constants

As already mentioned in chapter 2.2.2 and 3.5 in this appendix some simple relations
between the anharmonic constants of the asymmetric top and the symmetric top
description are derived.

In order to read in the SPECTRO output for the anharmonic constants %™ and
to transform them into z*¥™ and ¢ a small FORTRAN program has been written.
The program respects the SPECTRO notation: 1,4 and 7 are non degenerate modes.
2 and 3, 5 and 6, 8 and 9 are the two components a and b of a given degenerate mode.
The energy of the modes is decreasing from 1 to 9. The matrix of the anharmonic
constants of C3CI3F is symmetric with respect to its diagonal and looks like this:

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
—8.701
0.426 —3.466

0.425 —1.369 —3.508

—1.420 -3.013 -3.014 -0.621

—-3.458 —1.816 0.293 0.761 —0.435

—-3.460 0.382 —2.045 0.751 —0.882 —-0.401

0977 —-1.762 —-1.756 —-0.833 —0.359 —-0.356 —0.077

0473 —-1.243 —-1.640 —-0.643 —-0.387 —-0.008 —0.052 —0.060

0477 —-1654 —-1.357 —-0.624 —-0.012 —-0.309 —-0.073 0.199 —0.053

© 00 1O UL W N+

Thus, there are *5* + 5 = 45 elements. The 6 X 6 matrix for the anharmonic
constants of the symmetric top description contains only 21 elements. In order to

71
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account for numerical inaccuracies all expressions yielding the same element in the
6 x 6 matrix are averaged by the program. The input for the program has to be
an ASCII file named ’input’ which contains only the above matrix in the following
form:

—8.701

0.426 —3.466

0.425 —1.369 —3.508

—1.420 -3.013 —-3.014 —-0.621

—3.458 —1.816 0.293 0.761 —0.435

-3.460 0.382 —2.045 0.751 —-0.882 —-0.401

0977 -1.762 —-1.756 —-0.833 —0.359 —-0.356 —0.077

0473 —-1.243 —-1.640 —-0.643 —-0.387 —0.008 —0.052 —0.060

0477 —-1.6564 —-1.357 —-0.624 -0.012 -0.309 —-0.073 0.199 —0.053

To read in the input correctly it is important that all elements stand precisely in
their column and that the distance between the columns is exactly 6 blanks. The
precision of the program’s output is adjusted to the precision of the input. So, in
the case of bigger anharmonicities than above the output format would have to be
adopted. The output of the above input will be in the file 'xsym’ which is generated
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by the executable and will look like this:
wsfin(i,j) gfin(i,j)

O 0000 JJ-JODH O OO UTLULULUU i i b R R WWWWWWWHNRNN0DN0NDNDNDNDN R e S,

O © 00 OO0 JO©OOJITDH OO JITDHNUTOOOTO Uk OO U WO ULk W © 000 ULk Wk~ .

—8.70100
0.42550
0.00000

—1.42000

—3.45900
0.00000
0.97700
0.47500
0.00000

—3.48700
0.00000

—3.01350

—0.79650
0.00000

—1.75900

—1.47350
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000

—0.62100
0.75600
0.00000

—0.83300

—0.63350
0.00000

—0.41800
0.00000

—0.35750

—0.17900
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000

—0.07700

—0.06250
0.00000

—0.05650
0.00000
0.00000

0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
2.80250
0.00000
0.00000
—1.13400
0.00000
0.00000
0.17350
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
—0.02300
0.00000
0.00000
—0.16900
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.15600
0.00000
0.00000

73
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By assigning 1,4 and 7 to s, s’ and §” and 2,5 and 8 to t,t and t” respectively one
has determined all anharmonic constants within the harmonic top description for a
Cs3, symmetric molecule.
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Figure A.1: FORTRAN program to transform the z*¥™ into x°¥"™ according to the 'HAMDIFF’

approach.

Printed by 0. Anatole von Lilienfeld-Toal

Mar 23, 02 19:43 program

Pags 1/4

Program HCoowv
*Thi=z program transforms xasij iato xsymij for co3v symmetric molecules
‘where mode 1,4 and 7 correspond to non degensrate bands and mods
Y23,56 and B9 correspondd to the two components of a degenerate
‘modes within the asvmmetric top sxpressien. The sasrgy decreasss
‘going from 1 te 9. = deaotes non degenerate modess. ta and th
‘oorrespond to the twe components of degenerate meodes £. The formulas
Yare according to Handy, 1.C, Willetsz, A., Spectrochim. Reta A, 53,
Y1169 (1997 azdd thisz diploma thesis.

dimensien x(0:9, 0:9), x=zym (0:9, 0:9), g (0:9,0:9)

dimenzien xzfini0:9,0:9), gfin(0:9,0:9)

imteger i,q,k,1,m, 2

loop to read in
openiunit=1, file="1imput ")
do Z00 i=1,9
a read (1, 100) =i, 1y, =i, 2y, =(i,3),=x(i,4), =i, 5, xi{i,8), x(i,7),
& (i, 8), =1, 9)

100 fomat (9 (F5.3,8X))
L}
W & in column & corressponds to a continuation of the line bhefore
W starting with 0 in the &th column
* o Printt,mii, Ly, mid, 20, xid, 3y, (i, 4, (4, By, i, ey, xid, T, ®wid B
W L P HEEL, 8
200 contime
cloze (1)

L]

*locp to transform the constazts into zsym
do 210 j=1,9
do 205 i=j,9
openiunit=2, file="output ")
201 format (&, I1,I1,1%,FE.5)
e
Y thiz will caleculats xsymet and gt
‘for all tata

0 ifff{i.eqg.j).and. ({i.8q.2).0r. (i.28q9.5).
& or. (i.eq.8) ) ithen
k=it+1

Heymil, jr=xii, i)
Yreymbt=xazymt at a
gii, ji=—xnii, J1+0.5*={k, §3
‘grt=1/22asvmt atbh-xasvymt ata
write (2, 201) "xsymtata’, j, i, x=svmii, j)

W print®, "xEymet’  j, 1,7 = ", xEvymii, §)
* print*, ‘gte’ .17 = fLaii, g
‘for all thth
0 glzeif({i.eg.j).and.{{i.eq.3).or. (i.28q.6).
& or. (i.eq.9) ) ithen
k=j-1

xovmii, ji=x{i,3)
gii, Jr=—x(i, §)+0.5%xi, k)
write (2, 201) "xaymbebth’  §, i,xevmii, J)

w print*, "Txsymtt’ ,j,1," = 7,x=ymii, i)
* print*, ‘gte’ L, i, 4,7 = fLgidi, g
exdif
L)
Y thiz will calculats xsvmss
[l iffi.ge.j.and. ({i.eg.l.or.i.eq.d.0r.i.eq.7).and.
L (j.eg.l.or.j.eg.d.or.j.eq.7))ithen

aymii, ji=x{i,j)
write (2, 201y "xsym=s", j,1i,xevmii, J)
L print®, "xaymes' ,j, 1,7 = ",xeymii, j)
LS
Y thiz will caleulats get” and xz=ymbt”
‘for all tata”
0 glzeif(fi.gt.j).and. ({({i.2q.2).0r. (1.2q9.5)

Saturday March 23, 2002

1/4
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Figure A.2: program continued
Printed by 0. Anatole von Lilienfeld-Toal

Mar 23, 02 19:43 program Pages 2/4

L)

‘for
‘for

‘for

‘for
‘for

205
210

L]

&

0
&

all
all
o

&
&
&

all
0

&
&
&

all
all
[l
&
&

.or.iiceg.8ryLand. ((j.eg. 2oL (Jaeg. S Lor. (j.eg.8) ) ithen
ke=itl
gii, Jr=0.5%x(i, j)-0.5%=(k, 3}
print*, fgeet 31,0 = faiis 3
Hevmil, =05 (i, ok, i
priat®, Txesymee ", j,1, " = foEEVmIL, J0
write (2, 201y "xaymtatat’ ', j. i, xevymii; 5

‘for all thth”

glessif(di.gr.jr.and.(ili.eq.3).0r. (i.8q.6).0r. (1.8g9.9))
cand. ((j.eg.3).or. (j.eg.G)or. (j.eg.9)) ) ithen
k=i-1
gii, Jr=0.5%x (i, jr-0.5%x(k, 3}
print*, fgeehtt,g.d, " = Talis gy
HEvm i, Ji=0.5% (=i, ji+x(k, 3))
write (2, 201y "xaymtbtebhh' o, §, 1, xevmii; §)
print®, "xevymeeh T, j,i, 0 = Ty HeEvmild, j)
endif

Y thiz will caleculate xzsymst

vertical xst
=t a
ifiii{j.eq.ly.and.
{fi.eg.2).or.ii.aeq. 5 .or. (i.eq.By)).or. {(j.aqg.4)
cand. (fi.eg. .5 .or. fieg.B8)))ior. ( (j.eg. T
cand. (i.eg.8)) ) then
=i+l
zevmii, ji=0.5% ix (i, 4=k, 30
write (2, 201y "xsym=sta’,j,i,xsvym{i, )
zkth
glmeif(((j.eq.1l) . and.
({i.eg.3).or.ii.eq.8).or. (i.eg.9)) .o, ((j.aqg.4)
cand. ({i.eg.&).or. (i.eg.9)))or. ( (j.eqg. T
cand. (i.eq.9))) then
k=i-1
zevmii, ji=0.5% ix (i, 4=k, 30
write (2, 201) "xsym=th',j,1i,xsvym{i, )

printt " xzmymett, §,1i, 7 = 7, xzEvymii, )
exdif
Princt, "xEymsc’ , 5,41, = 7, x=vm(5,1)
horizontal x=st

=ta
ifiiii.eq.7y.axd.
{ij.eg.2).or.(j.eq. 5 .or. ((i.eq. )
cand. (j.eg.2))) then
k=j+1
zeyvmii, Ji=00%% (z{di, r+xii, ki
write (2, 201) "xsym=ta’,j,i,xsvym{i, )
Arint*,fxsymet’, §,1," = 7, xEvymii, j)
zth
gleseif(((i.eq.7).and.
((j-eg.3).or.(j.eq.6))).or.((i.eq.d)
cand. (j.eg. 31y then
k=5-1
zeyvmii, Ji=00%% (z{di, r+xii, ki
write (2, 201) "xsym=th',j,1i,xsvym{i, )
printt " xzmymett, §,1i, 7 = 7, xzEvymii, )
exdif
contimme

coakinue
clozse(2)

*loop to write input inte readinputfile

openiunit=3, file="readizput’ )

do

300 §=1,9
do 250 i=j, 9
wrike(3,2200 q,i,x=(i, )

2/4

Saturday March 23, 2002
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Figure A.3: program continued
Printed by 0. Anatole von Lilienfeld-Toal

Mar 23, 02 19:43 Pl"ﬂ gram F‘ElgE 34
220 format (I1,I1,FE.4)
250 coatimae
300 coatimie
clozse (3)

L]

*loop to write the first transformed constants xsvym
Yand corresponding gtt and gttt inte firstxzsym
openiunit=4, file="firatx=ym’ )
wrice (4, 350 47,717 "x=wvm(di, o, Taldi, 407
350 format (&, 1x, 2, 1%, 2, 1, &)
do 400 j=1,9
do 390 i=j,9

[l iff(ij.ae.2).or. (i ne.3)and. (i.0e.é) .and. (1.02.9)))
& cand. ((j.ne.3ylor.ffine .5 oand. (1.a2. 800 )
& cand. ((j.ne.BiLor.ifine &) cand. (1.ae. 90 ) Land.
L (fj.ae.é) .or.(i.ae.Byy.and. ((j.as.8).or.(i.22.9) ) ) then
W Arint*,j, i, x=vmii, j)
write (4, 380 §,1i,x=vymii,jr.g(i, j)
380 format (I1,1%,I1, 1%, F8.5,1%,F8.5)
gloe
xzymii, ji=0
* arint*, §, i, z=vmii, §)
write (4, 385) §,i,x=zvmii,q)
385 format (1x,I1, 1%, I1,FE.5)
gadif
380 coatime
400 contime
cloze (4)

L)
L
L]

loocpzs to transform the xzym inte x=fin (averaging the wvaluss)
L)

L)
Y thiz loop will awverage the xzsvmbata and gtata with zsymtbhth and
Y ogthth, respectively. ARad it will redefine xzsym=ss in the z=fin
Yoarray
Y for all tt
do 405 j=1,9
do 402 i=j,9
o ifffi.eq.j).and. ({(i.eq.2).0r. (i.2q9.5).
L or. (i.eq.8)yithen
k=i+l
1=5+1
xzfin (i, ji=0.5* {xaymii, j)+xevmik, 11
gfinedi, jy=0.5%(gidi, jrtaik, 1)
W print®, "xEymet’ .1, = ",x=Efin(i,q)
W priat*, ‘gee’,j,41," = f,gfiaii, §)
gndif
[l iffi.ge.j.and. ({i.eg.l.or.i.eq.d.0r.i.eq.7).and.
L (j.eg.l.or.j.eg.d.or.j.eq.7))ithen
xafin (i, ji=xavmii, j)
w write(2,201) ‘xaym==',j.1,xevymii, )
b print®, "xevmezs' 3,1, = ",xefiali, )
exdif
402 oot imme
405 coatinue

L}
*thiz will average the gtt' and xz=symbe”
do 425 j=1,9
do 420 i=j,9

0 ifffi.gt.j).and. ({{i.eq.2).or. (i.2q.5)

& .or.iiceqg.ByyLand. ((j.eg.2).or. (j.eg.5) .or. (j.eg.8)))ithen
k=it+1
1=7j+1

gfin(i, ji=0.5"(gii, jitalk, 11}
Saturday March 23, 2002 34
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Figure A.4: program continued

78

Printed by 0. Anatole von Lilienfeld-Toal

Y thiz will awverage the zzymst
‘for all wertical =st
do 435 j=1,9
do 430 i=j,9
ifiii{j.eq.ly.axd.
({i.eg.2).or.ii.eq.5 .or. (i.eqg.8)) .o, ((j.aqg.4)
cand. ({i.eg.5).or. fi.eg.B))).or. { (j.eqg.T)
sand. (i.eq.8))) then
k=i+1
xefindi, )=0.5%" (xzymi{i, j)+x=ymik, 31}
W Print*, "xaymet’, j, 1, = ", m=finafi, j)
exdif
430 continus
435 coakinue
‘*for all herizeontal ==t
do 450 j=1,9
do 445 i=j,9

RG]

0 iff{ii.eq.7).and.
L {ij.eg.2).or.(j.eq. 5 ) .or.({i.eq.d)
L Land. (j.eg. 2y then
k=j+1
xefindi, )=0.5%" (xaymi{i, j)+x=ymii, ki)
W print*, fxaymet’, j, 1,0 = ¢, Hefingi, j)
gndif
445 coatinue
450 coakinue
L)

*loop to write the final transformed svymmstric coastants
Yand corresponding gtt and gtt’ inte x=wym
openiunit=5, file="x=ym" )
write (5,550 47 ,7i","xefin(i, 407, "gfina(i, 417
550 fomat (&, 1%, 2, 1%, 2, 1X, 2
do GO0 j=1,9
do 599 i=j,9

[l iff(fi.eg.3).or. fi.eq.6).0r.(i.2g.9) ). 0oL,
L (j.eg.3).or.(j.eq.&).or. {j.aqg.9) ithen
xzfin(i,jy=0
w arintt i, xefindi, j)
glze
W arint*,j, i, x=Eia(i, j)
gadif
] ififi.eg.j).and. ({i.eq.2).or.(i.eq.5).
L or. (i.2g.8) ) then
W print*, j,i,gfinii, 3, " gfia’
o glzeif (({i.eq.2).0r. (i.28qg.5).0r. (1.2g.81)
& camd. ((j.eg.2)er.ij.eq. B o, (j.eq.8)iithen
b arint*,j,i,9findi, §0," gfia”’
elze
gfinii, §y=-0
b arint*,j,i,9finii, 3, "gfin=0"
gndif
write (55,5800 §,1i,x=fia(i, jy,qgfiai, )
580 format (11, 1%, 11, 1%, F8.5, 1%, F&8.5)
S99 coatime
GO0 coatimie
clo=ze (5)
end

Mar 23, 02 19:43 PI"D gram F‘ElgE 414
xzfin(i, ji=0.5* {xzvmii, ji+xsvmik, 11
W priat*, ‘geehTf,j, 1,0 = o gfiaild, §)
W print®, "xeymete T, g1, = fox=findi; 4o
gndif
420 coatiaus
425 coatimie
w

4/4
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All MATHEMATICA files which have been used to determine by successive sub-
stitution from the SPECTRO output the anharmonic constants within the "HAMD-
IFF” approach are also shown in this appendix. The following indeces have been
used (unlike to the previous text):

e Normal modes 1,2 and 3 are defined to be the non degenerate normal modes
sis and ” (in the previous text 1, 4 and 7).

e Normal modes 4, 5 and 6 are the degenerate normal modes ;¥ ;¥ and ;7™ or
faum ST and (4™, respectively (in the previous text 2, 5 and 8).

e Normal modes 7,8 and 9 correspond to ;¥ ;7Y™ and ;7" respectively (in the

previous text 3, 6 and 9).

e All quantum numbers n correspond either to n?*¥™ or account for the symmetric
top expression.

e All quantum numbers nas account for the degenerate modes in the asymmetric
top expression.

e 1 is equivalent to x*¥", xas to x*¥"™,

The following two correlation have been assumed (according to chapter 3.5 and
[50]): ny = 1 and [; =1 corresponds to nas;,, = 1 and nasy, = 0 while n; = 2 and
l; =2 are correlated with nas;, = 1 and nasy = 1. All files which were used to
obtain the equations listed in chapter 3.5 are printed out in the following order

(each determined variable is incorporated into the determination of the following
file):

1. Determination of the difference between the zero point energies (ZPE) for all
n=0.
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Figure A.5: Determination of the difference between the zero point energies (ZPE).

omsym = wl (nl +0.5) + w2 (n2+ 0.5) + w3 (n3+ 0.5) +wd (nd+ 1) +wh (n5+ 1) +wh (nb +1)

(0.2 4+l wl+ (0.3 +0Z) w2+ (0.2 +03) w3+ (L +ad) wd +il +233) wd+(1l+0d) wd

usssym=ull (nl +0.5) *2 +u22 (n2 +0.5) *2 +x3%3 (n3 +0.5)*2 +
MlZ2(nl+D.56) M2+ 0.5) +xl3 (nl+0.5) (n3+0.5) + w23 (n2+0.5) (n3+0.5)

|:r_|_:.+_-_|1|=_-:11 + (0.2 +al) (0.2+0)xlZ+ (0.2 +al) (0.23+03)xl3+
(0.2+n2) 222+ (0.3+a2) (0.2 +03) 223 + (0. %+ 237 233

ustsym= (nl +0.5) (xld (nd +1) + w15 (n5+ 1) +x16 (n6+ 1)) +
2+ 0.5) (224 (nd + 1) +x25 (n5 + 1) + 226 (nb + 1)) +
3+ 0.5) (234 (nd+ 1) +x35 (n5 +1) + x36 (nb + 1))

General: cspelll : Possibls spelling scror: owe Synbol name “mstayn® ds simdlar to ssisting Smksl fmssaomt

(0.3 +al) (il +3d) xld+ (l+a2) xl3 + 0l +26) xL6) +
(0. 3402 ((l+md) ®24 & (1 +03) X233+ (L + 06) ©I28) +
(P02 +m3) (fl+md) w34+ (L #7353 w33+ 0L+ 8 wI3d)

xttsym = xdd (nd + 1) *2 + 265 (nB + 1) *2 + w66 (nB+ 1)~ 2+
Md5(nd+ 1) N5+ 1) +xd6 (nd +1) (nb +1) + 56 (n5+ 1) (nG+ 1)

Gensral: s=pelll @ Possikls spelling srror: mee svnboel nass "sttspn® di= o simdlar te ssmisting synksl festoom®

il +ad1 7 xda +il+md) (L+a3) Xd3+ (Ll +ad) (1l +00) x40 +
[1+:J:-|=.'::-:-+ (L +m3) (L endjuxdd el 1-:.|ﬁ|=.':ﬂ-l:-

gttsym = gdd v 14* 2+ gh5w15* 2+ gl v 162+ gdSw ld w15 + gdGwld w16+ g5G w15+ 16

Genecral: cspelll : Possibls spelling scror: swe Synbol name “ghtsyn® ds simdlar to ssisting smksl “mtt ot
g4414% # g4 141%+ga32 127 £gds 14 18 +g%8 13 18 +gaale’
Esym = OMSym + KSSsym + Xt sym + xttsym + ghtsym

-:_|-dd:L-F + 043 1412+ g3 1a® 4045 14 18 9268 12 18 -I-C_|ﬁﬁlﬂ-= ROl wl e (0.2 02wl
(0. 2+m3) wisilead) wd e (Ll ea2)wde (L +nd) wle (0.3 4-:.|1|=.':1J. 00 B enl) (0.3 +mZiwlls

(0.3 nl) (0.3 +03) Xl3 & (0.3 +ml) ((l+md) xlds (L +m3) wld & (1 +ma) xla) +|:U.:n+:1:|:.':::+
(0. 2+m2) (0.3 +03) k22 + (0.2 +m2) ((Ll+nd) 224+ (L +202) 223+ (1 + 08) xlad) +

[I:I.:-+:13|=::334- (0.3 +a3) (il+end) w3 + 0l +02) 2233+ (L +08) 385 + |:1+:.|-d|=.':dd +
(Lemd) (1lema) mda e (1L +md) (L+nd)mds (1 am e (Lema) (L+md)xade (1 rae? uee

omasym =wl (nl+ 0.5) + w2 (n2+0.5) + w3 (n34+0.5) + wl (nasd+0.5) +
wE (nas5+0.5) + wh (nasé +0.5) + w7 (masT +0.5) +wB (mnasB+ 0.5) +w% (mas%+ 0.5)

General: cspelll : Possibls spelling scror: swe Synbol name “omasyn® ds simdlar to sxisting Snksl fomsim®

(0.3 +ml) wl+ (0.3 +02) w2 (0.3 403 w34 (0.3+0854) wd &
(0. 2+ w3+ (0.3 40828 wd+ (0. 24+ msT) wT + (0.2 008 wB + (0.3 L nasd ) wi

xssasym=x1l1 {nl + 0.5) *2 + 222 (n2 + 0.5) *2 +x33 (n3+ 0.5)*2+
©lZ2(nl+0.5) (M2+0.5) + 23 (n2+0.5) (n3 +0.5) + w13 (nl+0.5) (n3+0.5)

General: cspelll @ Possibls Spelling srror: mew Synbol nams “xssasin® iz Simdilar to existing Smbel fxssowt

|:l'.l.:-+:.|1|=.':11 003 enl) (0.2 +m2)0lZ+ (0.3 +ml) (0.53+03)xwl3+
(0.%+n2) % 222+ (0.%+02) (0.%+23) 223+ {0.%+23)° 233
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Figure A.6: Determination of the difference between the zero point energies (ZPE) continued.

[

xstasym = (nl+ 0.5) (xasld (nasd+ 0.5) + xasl5 (nas5 +0.5) +
waslt (nasf+ 0.5) + xaslT (nasT +0.5) + xaslB (nasB +0.5) +xasl% (nas9 +0.5)) +
(n2+ 0.5) (xas2d (nasd + 0.5) + xas25 (nash + 0.5) + xas26 (nas6 +0.58) +
527 (nasT+ 0.5) + xas2B8 (nask +0.5) + xas2% (nas® +0.5)) +
N3+ 0.5) (xas3d (nasd + 0.5) + xas35 (nash + 0.5) + xas36 (nast +0.5) +
wa 537 (nasT+ 0.5) + xas38 (nask +0.5) + xas3% (nas® + 0_5) )

Gsneral: cspell -
Possibles spelling scror: nee Synksl nans "mstasn® iz similar to sxisting smksls (xssasm, =stsom)

(0.3 +nl) (0.3 +mnsd) xasld+ (0.2 nnsd) waslB e

(0. 3+ mnsd) wasld + (0.2 400857 waslT + (0.3 roasE xaslB8 4+ (0.2 s msS ) xasl 9+
(0. 24+ m2) (0.3 +masd) 108524 + (0.3 + 04852 ) xasIZh+ (0.3 +nasd ) xasla e

(0. 2+ 0a57) wasIT + (0.3 +0a858) wasIB + (0.2 +0a59 ) xasID) +
(0. 3403 (0.9 +m0a5d) LaA53d + (0.3 40853 LAS33 4 (0.3 +0aS6) Xas3a s

(0.3 4+ s T) wasIT + (0.2 +0as8) was 38 + (0.3 L oasS ) xas39)

xttasym = xasdd (masd + 0.5) %2 + xashh (nash +0.5) ~2 &
xashl (nas6+0.5) %2 + wasTT (mas? +0.5) *2 + xasBB (masB+ 0.5)~2+
xas¥9 (nas94+0.5)"2 + (pasd + 0.5) (xasdb (nasb5+ 0.5) + xasd6 (nas6+ 0.5) +
xasd7 (nasT+ 0.5) + xasdB (nask +0.5) + xasd® (nas® + 0.5)) + (nasb +0.5)
(xas56 (past + 0.5) +xas57 (nas7 +0.5) + xas5B (nasB+ 0.5) + xas59 (mas%+ 0.5)) +
(nasf + 0. 5) (xasfT (rasT +0.5) +xasfl (nasB+ 0. 5) +xash (mas9+ 0. 5)) +
(nasT + 0.5) (xasTE (nask +0.5) +xas79 (nas94+ 0.5)) + xasBY (nasl + 0.5) (nas®+0.5)

Esnsral: cspell =
Possible =pelling scror: nes Synkss ]l nams "sttasn® is similar to sxisting smksls (estasm, stbtsom)

(0.3 +nasd)’ xasdd «
(0.3 mnsd) (0.9 +085%) Lasdd 4+ (0.3 +nas6) xasde s (0. 93+ 0asT) wasd T4+ (0.9 4 asE) wasds &

(0.2 +0a59) masd®) + (0.3 4+ ans3) P asnd e
(0.3 mns3) (0.9 +038568) Las236 4+ (0.3 +0asT) LASAT4 (0. 34+ nasE) as3B 4 (0.9 4+ a9 wasaa) &

(0.2+nas8)® masoe +

(0.2 masd) ((0.3 20857 xASET+ (0.2 +nasB ) wasB 24 (0. 2+ masD) waod ) ¢
[ %4 nasT) wAsTT 4 (0.3 +085T) £ (0.9 4+ 58] LaASTE+ (0. 34 nas9) wasTa) +
(0.2+0a58)% wasBE + (0.2 +0a58) 0.2+ 2059) wasE9 + (0.2 +nas59)” xas99

Easym = OMASYM + K558 5ym + Kstasym + Xt ta sym
Genasral: s=pelll @ Possikls spelling scror: mew Synbsl nass "Basym® i= similar te smist ing sonkssl "Esm”t

(0.2 +ml) wle (0.3 +02) w2+ (0.2 +03 ) wI3s (0.3 +ma0d) wd e (0. 3+ 823 w3 4
(0.3 a5a) W & (0.3 +085T1 wTe (0.3 +na58) wB + (0.2 nas9) wa & (0.3 +ali? wil +
(0.2+al) (0.2 +a2) xlZ+ (0.2 +al) (0.2+231 213+ (0.3 +232)° ®22 +

(O0.5+ 3l (0.2 +33) XZ3 + (0.3 +:13|:.':331-|:l'.l.:-+:.|1| P02+ masd) masld + (0.2 +0as3) wasld +
(0.9 4+ az6) wasle £ (0.3 +0asT) aslT + (0.3 L0858 KaslB+ (0.9 + 59 xasl 9 +

(0.2 +m2) (0.3 +amdasd) as2d + (0.3 20852 ) xasZ3 4+ (0.3 L nncd ) xasld e
(0. 3+ 957 WaASIT (0.2 +0a58) wasIB + (0.3 ¢ 0as9 ) xasI9) +

(02433 ((0.2 +0as54d) as3d + (0.2 + 0852 ) xas 32+ (0.3 + 850 ) Xxas30+

(0. 3+ 57 was3IT + (0.2 +0a58) as3B + (0.3 +0as9 ) xas39) + (0.3 +nasd)? wasdd +
(0.3 mnsd) (0.9 +385%) Lasdd 4+ (0.3 +nast) xasda s (0. 934+ nasT) wasd T4

(0.2 4+ 0a58) wasdB + (0.2 +0as9) masd?) + (0. 2+ aasd) P asan e
(0.3 mns3) (0.9 +038568) Las236 4+ (0.3 +0asT) LASAT4 (0. 34+ nasE) as3B 4 (0.9 4+ a9 wasaa) &

(0.2+nas8)® masoe +
(0.9 4 08568) ((0.% +085T7) XaASATL (0.7 7858 HaASAEL (0.9 4 a859) wasag) &

[ %4 nasT) wAsTT 4 (0.3 +085T) £ (0.9 4+ 58] LaASTE+ (0. 34 nas9) wasTa) +
[ %+ nasE)’ wasEs + (0.2 +0as8) (0. 2+ n59) wasB9 + (0.3 +nas9)’ xas9s

Al e M2 anS e nd a5 =« A6 e rasd = A5 =« TAS6 « TAST e T SE e mASY = 1d = 16 = 16 = 0
Lu}
WT -l

wd

81
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Figure A.7: Determination of the difference between the zero point energies (ZPE) continued.

dE nh E|

whB = wh

w3

W = wh

wh

Variablas[Easym - Esym]

[wl, w2, w3, wd, w3, wo, xll, xlz, x13, xld, xl3, xle, w22, x23, xZ4, €I, K26, 33, x¥M,
3%, xw3a, wdd, dS, x4, 299, 29, xes, wasld, xasle, wssle, xsaslT, waslE, wsslo,
HASZd, XASES, HASZA, HASZT, HasSZB, wasP9, was3id, Xas3h, waslis, xas3T, was3E,

Has 3P, wasdd, xasdd, wasdd, xasd T, masdB, masd 9, Has33, wasi, xas3T, wasiE,

Has29, wazdd, xasd T, wasel, xastd, wasTT, wasTE, KxasTY, wasER, Hasg9, .'4:.::'3'3}

Efasym = Easym

0. 9%wl+e 0.93%wZ+0.9w3+Ll. wde L. wisel was 0.22xll +0.209x1l2+ 0.22x1l3 +0.23x22 +0.23 023+
0. 2%%33+ 0. %{0.%uasld+ 0.9 xasla+ 0.9 maslo s 0.9 a5l T+ 0.8 asl 84 0.2 wasla) +

0.2 (0. 2wns2d + 0.2 was22 + 0.3 wasl28 + 0. 3 0asl2T4+ 0. 23 xaslB+ 0. 2 xas29) 4+

0.2 (0. 20534 +0. 208532 + 0.3 was38 ¢ 0. 3 0as3T+ 0.2 xasIB+ 0. 2 xas39) +

0. 22xasdd + 0.2 (0.0xasd 24+ 0. 52ma540 + 0.2masdT + 0.3 ascdE + 0.5 masd?) +

0. Z23xA523 4 0.3 (0.2 0a52308 40 3 was3T 40 3 was38 0.2 10a539) &

0. 22%xmzd S+ 0.3 (0.2 wasd8 T4+ 0. 23 wasdE + 0.3 wasd89) + 0. 223 wasTT 4+

0.2 (0,257 + 0. 2300579 + 0. 253 xasB8+ 0. 25 wasB9 + 0, 25 washs

Elsym = Esym

03wl + 0. 3wWwZ+ 0.9 w3 4 wd + w3 +whBL 02301l $0.2%xl2s
0. Z2%xl3+ 0.0 ixld el exla) +0. 29822+ 029234 0.9 (224 #2294 2260 +
0. 22333+ 0.3 (w34 + 233 238 +xdd #0424 00d @ - 022 028 2 0ad

dE = Elsym - Elasym

O.wl +0. w2e 0. w3 +0. wd+ 0. w240, w0, xll +0. xlZ 40,213 +0.2 (xldexldsula) s+
0. 22 +0. K23+ 0.3 {24 + 23 +x2G) +0. K3T 403 (234 &+ 2324 368 & dd + 3240 2 0dd + 23 4
A LA - 0. (0. % xasld+ 0. % masl B 0.0 xasl A+ 0.0 asl TH0 . B uaslE + 0. % masla) -

0.2 (0. 28524 + 0.2 08522 + 0.3 was28 ¢ 0. 3 0aslT+ 0. 23 xaslB+ 0. 2 xasIo) -

0.2 (0.52xa553d +0.52m0a532 + 0. 5mas30 +0,.2x0a53T+ 0. 3xas38+ 0. dxas39) -

0. 23854 d - 0.3 (0.2 8545340 2308548 4 0. 308547 20 3 wasdE 4 0.3 wasd9) -

0. 223xas23 - 0.3 (0.2 was28 4+ 0.3 was37 + 0.3 was38 0. 210029 -

0. Z223xmsdd - 0.3 (0.2 wa58 T+ 0.2 0as588 + 0.3 wa589 ) - 0. 223 wasTT -

0.2 (0.52asTE +0.52ma579) -0.2520asEE - 0. 20 wasE9 - 0, ID wa o9
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2. Determination of g66 for n6 =16 = 1 and nas6 = 1, nas9 =0..

83
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Figure A.8: Determination of g66.

omsym = wl (nl +0.5) + %2 (n2+ 0.5) + w2 (n3+ 0.5) +wd (nd+ 1) +wh (n5+ 1) +wh (nb + 1)

(0.2 +ml) wle (0.3 +02) w2+ (0.2 +03 ) wI+ (L eadi wd £ +23) w3+ (L1 + 0d) wd

Ksssym=Hll (nl + 0.5) *2 +x22 (n2 + 0.5) *2 +x33 (n2 + 0. .52+
®l2({nl+0.5) (2+0.5) +x1l3 (n1+0.5) (n3 +0.5) + x23 {in2+ 0.5) (n3+0.5)

|:r_|_:.4._-_|1|:_-:11 003 enl) (0.2 +m2) w12+ (0.3 +ml) (0.3 03 uwl3s
(0.2+02)? 222+ (0.3+02) (0.3 +03) H23 + (0. %+ 2317 233

ustsym = (nl +0.5) {(xld (nd +1) + ®x15{n5+ 1) +x16 (né+ 1)) +
(2 4+ 0.5) (x24 (nd + 1) +x25 (N5 +1) + x26 (nb + 1)) +
M3+ 0.5) (w33 (nd + 1) +x35 (N5 +1) + 236 (né + 1))

Gensral: s=pelll = Possikls spelling scror: mee svnbel nams "mskspn® d= osimdlar te ssmisting synksl] fmsssim®

(0.2 +ml) (fL +md) eld ¢ (L + 220wl 401 +#38) wld) &
(0.2 +m2) (fl+md) 24+ (L #7353 w23 & (L + b)) wId) +
0.2+ 33 (fl+ad) x3d+ (L +a3) 233 + (L +a8) x36)

wttoym = xwdd (nd + 1) “2 +u65 (nB + 1) 2 +x66 (nB+ 1)~ 24+
#d5(nd+ 1) (n5+ 1) +x46 (nd +1) (nb +1) + 256 (n5+ 1) (nE+ 1)

General: cspelll : Possibls spelling scror: swe Synbol name “mttsyn® ds simdlar to ssisting smksl fmst ot

il 4-:.|-I|=.':H il +mdil L+ wd3 e 0L +nd) (L +m8) cdd &
(Lenn)? wmme fL enn) (L enn)ens e ilenn)’ wan

gttosym = gdd #1424+ gEE w1562+ B 162+ gdb w ld 15 + gd G ld v 164+ gi6 w15+ 16

Genasral: s=pelll @ Possikls spelling scror: mee svnbel nass “gitsvn® d= osimdlar te ssmisting synksl fabtsm®
Q4414 + g4 1412+ g22 127 £ g4 14 18 +go8 13 18 +gaale’
Esym = OMESym + KESsym + KXot sym + xbteym + ghtsym

Q4414 + g4 1412+ g232 127 g4 14 18 +goe 1318 +gaale’ + (0.2 +0l) wl+
(0. 94aZ w2+ 0.9 a3 wlsilemdiwd oilenaadlwase il end)wose

[l'.l.:ll-l-_'lllz.'tll-l-[l'.l.:l--l-_'lll 0.3 60 KIZ (0. 343k 0.3 403) X134+

(0S¢ al) (il+ad) xld+ (Ll +a3) ®x13 + (L +a8) xlG) +[l’.l.:-+:.|:|:.':::+
(0.3 4nZ) (0.3 +03) XZF3 + (0.3 +02) ((1l+md) 224+ (L +739) 223 + (1 + na) xIa) +

|;r_|_:|.4._13|:_-:334. (0.3 4+33) ((la+md)w3d & (L +m3) #3234+ (1L +08) w368) + I:l-l-.'.hll:.'!dd +
fL+ad) (L+a3) 2d3+ (L +ad) (l+ 00 xdd + 1 At anne (L+a2) (Ll+ab)xdbse (L +a817 xon

omisym =Wl (Rl + 0.5) + w2 M2+ 0.5) + w3 (n3+0.5) +wd (nasd+0.5) +
wh (nas54+0.5) + wh (nas6 + 0.5) + w7 (nasT +0.5) +wE (nasB4+ 0.5) +wd (mas94+ 0.5)

General: :xpelll @ Possibls spelling scroc: sew synkel nams “omasyn® i simdlac o ssisting smksl  fomsim®

(0.2 4+l wl+ (0.3 +02) wI+ (0.2 +03) w3+ (0.0+m85d) wd +
(0.3 a5 W3 6 (0.3 +08508) WAL (0. 340857 wT 4 (0.2 nasE) wB + (0.3 +nas9) wa

xssasym=x1l1l (nl + 0.5) *2 + 222 (n2 + 0.5) “2 +x33 (n3+ 0.5)~2+
®l2({nl+0.5) 2+ 0.5) + 223 (n2+0.5) (n3 +0.5) +x13 {nl+0.5) (n3+0.5)

General: cspelll : Possibls spelling scror: swe Synbol name “mssasin® is simdlar to ssisting Smbel "zsaomt

|:r_|_:.4._-_|1|:_-:11 003 enl) (0.2 +m2) w12+ (0.3 +ml) (0.3 03 uwl3s
(0.%en2) % 224 (0.%402) (0.%+n3) x23 4 {0.%4 03" 133
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Figure A.9: Determination of g66 continued.

xstasym = (nl+ 0.5) (xasld (nasd+ 0.5) + xaslh (nast +0.5) +
xaslt (nasf+ 0.5) + xasl7 (nasT +0.5) + xasll (nasB + 0.5) +xasl% (nas% +0.5)) +
(n2+ 0.5) (xas2d (nasd + 0.5) + xas25 (nash +0.5) + xas26 (nast +0.5) +
wa 52T (nasT+ 0.5) + was?ZB (nask +0.5) + xas2% (nas® +0.5)) +
(n2+ 0.5) (xas3d (nasd + 0.5) + xas35 (nash + 0.5) + xas36 (nas6 +0.58) +
537 (nasT+ 0.5) + xas38 (nasB +0.5) + xas3% (nas® + 0.5))

General: czpell -
Poszibles spelling scror: new okl nees "mstasn® iz similar o sxisting smbsls |xssesgm, asksim] .

(0.3 +al) (0.9 +nmsd) wasld e (0.2 ¢ s wasl® e

(0. 2+ nasd) wasle + (0.3 +0asT) waslT + (0.3 +0asB) waslB+ (0.2 +00s59) wasl ) +
(0.3 4:nZ) (0.9 +ma5d) LaASZd + (0.3 + 0853 ) XASZ3 4+ (0.3 L 0a56 ) XasIa s

(0.3 4+ s T) wasIZT + (0.3 +0asB) waslB + (0.3 L oasS ) xasI9) +
(0. 24+m3) (0.3 +masd) 108534 + (0.3 + 04852 ) xas 33+ (0.3 +nasd ) xas3id e

(0. 2+ 02a57) was3T + (0.3 +0858) @as38 + (0.2 + 0859 ) xas33)

wttasym = xasdd (masd + 0.5) * 2+ washh (nash + 0.6) “2 +
Hashbt (nas6+0.5) %2 + wasTT (masT +0.5) “2 +xasBB (masB+ 0.5) 2+
w599 (nas%+0.5)*2 + (pasd + 0.5) (xasd5 (nas5+ 0.5) + xasdt (nas6+ 0.5) +
wasdT (nasT+ 0.5) + wasdB (nask +0.5) + xasd® (nas® +0.5)) + (nash +0.5)
(xash6 (nast + 0.5) +xas57 (nas7 +0.5) + xashe (nasB+ 0.5) + xas59 (mas%+ 0.5)) +
{nast + 0.5) (xas67 (masT +0.5) +xashl (nasB+ 0.5) +xas6% (mas%+ 0.5)) +
(nas? +0.5) (xasTB (pask +0.5) +xas7% (nas9+ 0.5)) + xasB? (nasB +0.5) (nas®+0.5)

Generals szpell
Possible spelling scror: oee Skl nones "sttasn® iz similar to szisting smkels (=stasm, sttsm].

(0.3 +masd |: Haszd d o+
(0.2 +masd) ((0.3 +0853) xas42+ (0.2 + a8 wasdd+ (0. 24+ 0857 wasd T+ (0. 2+ 58 wasds &

(0.3 4+ s8] wasd2) + (0,3 nsd) : B ol T O o R O My ™. T
(0.2 e masd ) as2@ 4+ (0.2 + 2357 ) Xas2 T+ (0.3 + s8] was3B + (0. 3+ s 9) was39) &+

(0. %+ nasa)? masel £ (0.5 Faasa)

(E0.D +0asT) xasoT+ (0.2 + 0058 ) XastB+ (0.3 + 2059 waso?) +
[ :-+:.|.:|:'.I'|= EASTT (0.2 +masT) ((0.9+ 58 wasTE+ (0.5 4+ nas9) wasTI) +
[ %y nasE)? wasEE & (0.2 +masB) (0.2 nng ) wasB9 ¢ (0.3 L nas9)? nas 99

Easym = OMASYm + K558 5ym + xstasym + xbtasym
General: cspelll : Possibls spelling scroc: swe Svnbol name "BEasm® iz sinmdlar te ssisting sombel "Esm® .

(0.3 +mnl) wl+ (0.2 +02) w2+ (0.2 +23) w3+ (0.3+0a5d) wd+ (0.3 + 2053 w3+

(0. e s wi e (0.9 +0asTi wT+ (0.3 nasB) wB + (0.8 + nns 3) wEI+|:l:I.:-+:.|l|=.'4:ll+

(0. %+al) (0.9 +a2) 2lZ2 4 (0. % +al) (0.2 a3 xl3 4 {0.%+a2)° 222+

(0. %+ a2l |:l:l.:-1-:.|3|.'4::31-|:l:l.:-+:.|3|:.'4:331-|:l:l.:-+:.|1| (i, %+ nnsd) wasld + (0.% +0as2) wasl® +
(0. %+ mnsd) masle + (0.3 +nasT) waslT « (0.9 +0asB) xaslB+ (0.9 + a5 nasl 9 +

(O0.2+al) (0.2 +0as54d) asid + (0.2 + 08352 ) xasId+ (0.3 +a50) xasio s+
(0.9 +na57) wASIT + (0.9 +0a5E) asZE & (0.9 L0859 LasI9) +

(0. 2+m3) (0.2 +mdasd) a3 + (0.3 20852 ) xas 334 (0.3 L nncd ) xasId e

(0.94+7057) was3T & (0.9 +0858) AS38 4+ (0.3 L0859 xas39) 4 (0.9 +0a54)7 wasad &
(0. 2 +masd) ((0.3 +0853) xas42+ (0.2 + a5 ) wasd o+ (0. 24+ 0asT) wasd T+

(0.3 4+ ns8) wasdE + (0.2 +mas9) wasd9) & (0. 54 nas ) : B Tl T O A s I B . Tl ]
(0.2 e masd ) as2@ 4+ (0.2 + 2357 ) Xas2 T+ (0.3 + s8] was3B + (0. 3+ s 9) was39) &+

[I:I.:-J-:.u:ﬁl: i Tl S 0 R I M T ] -
(0.2 +0asT ) HASET + (0.2 + 7358 ) Hasd S+ (0.3 + 59 wasd9) +

[ :-+:.|.:|:'.I'|= EASTT (0.2 +masT) ((0.9+ 58 wasTE+ (0.5 4+ nas9) wasTI) +
[ :-4-:.|=:E|: A EE + (0.2 rmasE) (0.2 g D) wasES (0.3 4-:.|==El|: Has 89

wWT = wd
wd
whB - wh

w3
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APPENDIX A. TRANSFORMING ANHARMONIC CONSTANTS

Figure A.10: Determination of g66 continued.

gk

Wi - wh
wh

dE = 0.5 {xld + xl15 +x16) + 0.5 (24 + 225 +x26) + 0.5 (234 + w35+ x36) + xdd + xd5 + wd6 +xB5 +
56+ x66 -0.5" (0.5 " xwasld+ 0.5 waslb + 0. 5" waslf + 0.5 " xaslT+ 0.5 xaslB + 0.5 xasly) -

0.5 (0.5 xas2d +0.5" xas25+ 0.5 " xas26+ 0.5 xas2T + 0.5 xas2B+ 0.5 " xas2¥) -
0.5 (0. 5" was® +0.5" wasB5+ 0.5 " was364+ 0.5 was37T +0.5" xas3B84+ 0.5 " nwas39) -
0.25" wasdd -0 .5 (0.5 " xasdb+ 0. 5" xasdf + 0.5" xasd T+ 0.5 " xasdB+ 0.5 xasdy) -
0.25" washE-0.5" (0.5 " xash6+ 0.5 xashT + 0.5 xasSB+ 0.5 " xash9) -

0.25 wasf6-0.5" (0.5 " xastT+ 0.5 xastl + 0.5 xasG) - 0. 25 " xasTT -

0.5 (0.5 wasTB +0.5" wasT9) - 0. 25 " wasBBE- 0.25" xasB% -0 .25 was99

0.3 (il d +2lD +ld) 0.3 (3024 +$ 02234+ w28 + 0.3 73] 223 w285 +dd +:0d 20 0d & 4 133 &

=1

GG - 0. 3 (0.3 asld - 0.2 masl2: 0.2 wasl 8+ 0.2 a5l T+ 0.2 waslB + 0.3 wasla) -
(0. 2masId + 0. 2masI2 + 0.2 masI0 + 0.2 0asIT+ 0.2 0asIiB+ 0. 2uasI9) -

[u}
0.2 (0. 2wn53d + 0.2 was32 + 0.3 was38 + 0. 3 uas3T4+ 0.3 xasI8+ 0, 2 uas39) -
0. 2%xmsdd - 0.3 (0.2 ma5d 3+ 0.2 was5d8 + 0.3 w0547 0. 3 wasdB + 0.2 wasds) -
0. Z22xasd3- 0.3 (0. 0mas204+ 0. 2mas537 + 0.2 askE + 0.0 xas2¥) -

0. Z23xA560 - 0.3 (0.2 08508740 3 uaSAE 4 0. 3 AS89 ) - 0. 23 HASTT -

L] Z2uasEE - 0. I3 uasED - 0. 20 washn

LA 0.2 wasTE 0.3 wasTE) 0.
Al = 12 = N3 = nd = 15 = masd = A sh = A s7 = nasE = 1d = 15 - 0
]

nf = 16 =1
rash -1
rasd -0

waslT = xasld

masld

Hld = 0.5 {xasld + xaslT)
1. masld

#asll = xaslh

wn sl 3

H15 = 0.5 {xaslh + xaslB)
l. xasl3

a5l = xaslh

wnsl
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HlE = 0.5 (xaslf + xasl®)

H2E6 = 0.5 (xas26 + xas29)
l. xwa=2a

HAasdT = xag il

wnsid

HI4 = 0.5 (xas3d + xas3T)
l. ma=34

HASTE =~ xag 35

B ]

M35 = 0.5 (xas35 + xasiB)
l. xwa=33

KA s - xag 36

wasIn

HIG = 0.5 (xas36 + xasiy)
l. wa=38

HAsTT = xasdd

masd d

Figure A.11: Determination of g66 continued.
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Figure A.12: Determination of g66 continued.

HasEE =~ xaghb

ddE = Easym - Esym + dE

Bt e 0. wl + 0. w2+ 0. w3 +0,wd +0. w0, wd + 0.0l +0. 2124+ 0. X134+

LHIZZ 0. KIZ3 40, 3o nd g - w28 -3 xdd e 0. (1l xasld el mmsld el wasld) o+
Ll wasld 2l xasl2 e 2 owasld) 00 (L. xasId e L mslBe l D wasld) -

il wasld bl HASIB e 2. masia) L 00 (L xas3d e L. mas3%e L. was3n) -

il sl 2l xas3R e 2 owasl3t) 2 0 masdd 0, (0, 2uasdd e O, Daasd d) -

LA 02 asdd 2 0.3 masdd 2 0. B asdT 0. 2 xnasdB e 0. 2 nasds) o+

LD 0L 2 masdd L LD masdt + 0L D masdT 003 HasdB + 0. 2 xasd?) o+

L AT L D HAStE - 0.3 (0.3 asdE 0.3 masE 0.3 HashE 0.3 was39) -

LA 0. 2 masdE 4L 3 asBE 0. D asBE 0. D uas8) o+

LHEstd e L. (0.2 wasdS 0.3 ashS 0.5 masds)

Moo oooo oo

Simplify[ddE]

—gea+ 0, wl + 0. wIZ+ 0. w3 +0, wd +0. wd+ 0, wd +0, Ll +0. 212+ 0, x1l3+0, xZZ2

0,23+ 0. L33 -wd B - 368 - IHAG+ 0. wasld e 0. wasl? 0. wasle s 0. was2d &+ 0. LasIs o+
O, uasZ0 e O, mas3d + 0, mas 33 ¢ 0, xas3o+ 0, wasdd + 0. xasd 2+ 0. Dduasd g+ 0, mnsdT 4
O, uasdB+ 0. 2uasd9 4+ 0. was33 4+ 0.2 mas30 + 0, uas28 4+ 0. 2uas29 4+ 2. wasi o+ 0.3 unsil

Simplify[Solva[ddE = 0]]

Solvescszvars : Bquations may not give solobdicns Bor all "solvs® wacias les

[{gfa =0, -1, mda- 1. w28 - 3. x84+
0.2a5d@+ 0. 200549 + 0.3 0a538 + 0.3 0a539 + 2. gasod + 0. dxasas) )
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3. Determination of 46 for n6 = 16 =2 and nas6 = nas9 = 1.
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Figure A.13: Determination of x46.

omsym = wl (nl +0.5) + %2 (n2+ 0.5) + w2 (n3+ 0.5) +wd (nd+ 1) +wh (n5+ 1) +wh (nb + 1)

(0.2 +ml) wle (0.3 +02) w2+ (0.2 +03 ) wI+ (L eadi wd £ +23) w3+ (L1 + 0d) wd

Ksssym=Hll (nl + 0.5) *2 +x22 (n2 + 0.5) *2 +x33 (n2 + 0. .52+
®l2({nl+0.5) (2+0.5) +x1l3 (n1+0.5) (n3 +0.5) + x23 {in2+ 0.5) (n3+0.5)

|:r_|_:.4._-_|1|:_-:11 003 enl) (0.2 +m2) w12+ (0.3 +ml) (0.3 03 uwl3s
(0.2+02)? 222+ (0.3+02) (0.3 +03) H23 + (0. %+ 2317 233

ustsym = (nl +0.5) {(xld (nd +1) + ®x15{n5+ 1) +x16 (né+ 1)) +
(2 4+ 0.5) (x24 (nd + 1) +x25 (N5 +1) + x26 (nb + 1)) +
M3+ 0.5) (w33 (nd + 1) +x35 (N5 +1) + 236 (né + 1))

Gensral: s=pelll = Possikls spelling scror: mee svnbel nams "mskspn® d= osimdlar te ssmisting synksl] fmsssim®

(0.2 +ml) (fL +md) eld ¢ (L + 220wl 401 +#38) wld) &
(0.2 +m2) (fl+md) 24+ (L #7353 w23 & (L + b)) wId) +
0.2+ 33 (fl+ad) x3d+ (L +a3) 233 + (L +a8) x36)

wttoym = xwdd (nd + 1) “2 +u65 (nB + 1) 2 +x66 (nB+ 1)~ 24+
#d5(nd+ 1) (n5+ 1) +x46 (nd +1) (nb +1) + 256 (n5+ 1) (nE+ 1)

General: cspelll : Possibls spelling scror: swe Synbol name “mttsyn® ds simdlar to ssisting smksl fmst ot

il 4-:.|-I|=.':H il +mdil L+ wd3 e 0L +nd) (L +m8) cdd &
(Lenn)? wmme fL enn) (L enn)ens e ilenn)’ wan

gttosym = gdd #1424+ gEE w1562+ B 162+ gdb w ld 15 + gd G ld v 164+ gi6 w15+ 16

Genasral: s=pelll @ Possikls spelling scror: mee svnbel nass “gitsvn® d= osimdlar te ssmisting synksl fabtsm®
Q4414 + g4 1412+ g22 127 £ g4 14 18 +go8 13 18 +gaale’
Esym = OMESym + KESsym + KXot sym + xbteym + ghtsym

Q4414 + g4 1412+ g232 127 g4 14 18 +goe 1318 +gaale’ + (0.2 +0l) wl+
(0. 94aZ w2+ 0.9 a3 wlsilemdiwd oilenaadlwase il end)wose

[l'.l.:ll-l-_'lllz.'tll-l-[l'.l.:l--l-_'lll 0.3 60 KIZ (0. 343k 0.3 403) X134+

(0S¢ al) (il+ad) xld+ (Ll +a3) ®x13 + (L +a8) xlG) +[l’.l.:-+:.|:|:.':::+
(0.3 4nZ) (0.3 +03) XZF3 + (0.3 +02) ((1l+md) 224+ (L +739) 223 + (1 + na) xIa) +

|;r_|_:|.4._13|:_-:334. (0.3 4+33) ((la+md)w3d & (L +m3) #3234+ (1L +08) w368) + I:l-l-.'.hll:.'!dd +
fL+ad) (L+a3) 2d3+ (L +ad) (l+ 00 xdd + 1 At anne (L+a2) (Ll+ab)xdbse (L +a817 xon

omisym =Wl (Rl + 0.5) + w2 M2+ 0.5) + w3 (n3+0.5) +wd (nasd+0.5) +
wh (nas54+0.5) + wh (nas6 + 0.5) + w7 (nasT +0.5) +wE (nasB4+ 0.5) +wd (mas94+ 0.5)

General: :xpelll @ Possibls spelling scroc: sew synkel nams “omasyn® i simdlac o ssisting smksl  fomsim®

(0.2 4+l wl+ (0.3 +02) wI+ (0.2 +03) w3+ (0.0+m85d) wd +
(0.3 a5 W3 6 (0.3 +08508) WAL (0. 340857 wT 4 (0.2 nasE) wB + (0.3 +nas9) wa

xssasym=x1l1l (nl + 0.5) *2 + 222 (n2 + 0.5) “2 +x33 (n3+ 0.5)~2+
®l2({nl+0.5) 2+ 0.5) + 223 (n2+0.5) (n3 +0.5) +x13 {nl+0.5) (n3+0.5)

General: cspelll : Possibls spelling scror: swe Synbol name “mssasin® is simdlar to ssisting Smbel "zsaomt

|:r_|_:.4._-_|1|:_-:11 003 enl) (0.2 +m2) w12+ (0.3 +ml) (0.3 03 uwl3s
(0.%en2) % 224 (0.%402) (0.%+n3) x23 4 {0.%4 03" 133
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Figure A.14: Determination of z46 continued.

xstasym = (nl+ 0.5) (xasld (nasd+ 0.5) + xaslh (nast +0.5) +
xaslt (nasf+ 0.5) + xasl7 (nasT +0.5) + xasll (nasB + 0.5) +xasl% (nas% +0.5)) +
(n2+ 0.5) (xas2d (nasd + 0.5) + xas25 (nash +0.5) + xas26 (nast +0.5) +
wa 52T (nasT+ 0.5) + was?ZB (nask +0.5) + xas2% (nas® +0.5)) +
(n2+ 0.5) (xas3d (nasd + 0.5) + xas35 (nash + 0.5) + xas36 (nas6 +0.58) +
537 (nasT+ 0.5) + xas38 (nasB +0.5) + xas3% (nas® + 0.5))

General: czpell -
Poszibles spelling scror: new okl nees "mstasn® iz similar o sxisting smbsls |xssesgm, asksim] .

(0.3 +al) (0.9 +nmsd) wasld e (0.2 ¢ s wasl® e

(0. 2+ nasd) wasle + (0.3 +0asT) waslT + (0.3 +0asB) waslB+ (0.2 +00s59) wasl ) +
(0.3 4:nZ) (0.9 +ma5d) LaASZd + (0.3 + 0853 ) XASZ3 4+ (0.3 L 0a56 ) XasIa s

(0.3 4+ s T) wasIZT + (0.3 +0asB) waslB + (0.3 L oasS ) xasI9) +
(0. 24+m3) (0.3 +masd) 108534 + (0.3 + 04852 ) xas 33+ (0.3 +nasd ) xas3id e

(0. 2+ 02a57) was3T + (0.3 +0858) @as38 + (0.2 + 0859 ) xas33)

wttasym = xasdd (masd + 0.5) * 2+ washh (nash + 0.6) “2 +
Hashbt (nas6+0.5) %2 + wasTT (masT +0.5) “2 +xasBB (masB+ 0.5) 2+
w599 (nas%+0.5)*2 + (pasd + 0.5) (xasd5 (nas5+ 0.5) + xasdt (nas6+ 0.5) +
wasdT (nasT+ 0.5) + wasdB (nask +0.5) + xasd® (nas® +0.5)) + (nash +0.5)
(xash6 (nast + 0.5) +xas57 (nas7 +0.5) + xashe (nasB+ 0.5) + xas59 (mas%+ 0.5)) +
{nast + 0.5) (xas67 (masT +0.5) +xashl (nasB+ 0.5) +xas6% (mas%+ 0.5)) +
(nas? +0.5) (xasTB (pask +0.5) +xas7% (nas9+ 0.5)) + xasB? (nasB +0.5) (nas®+0.5)

Generals szpell
Possible spelling scror: oee Skl nones "sttasn® iz similar to szisting smkels (=stasm, sttsm].

(0.3 +masd |: Haszd d o+
(0.2 +masd) ((0.3 +0853) xas42+ (0.2 + a8 wasdd+ (0. 24+ 0857 wasd T+ (0. 2+ 58 wasds &

(0.3 4+ s8] wasd2) + (0,3 nsd) : B ol T O o R O My ™. T
(0.2 e masd ) as2@ 4+ (0.2 + 2357 ) Xas2 T+ (0.3 + s8] was3B + (0. 3+ s 9) was39) &+

(0. %+ nasa)? masel £ (0.5 Faasa)

(E0.D +0asT) xasoT+ (0.2 + 0058 ) XastB+ (0.3 + 2059 waso?) +
[ :-+:.|.:|:'.I'|= EASTT (0.2 +masT) ((0.9+ 58 wasTE+ (0.5 4+ nas9) wasTI) +
[ %y nasE)? wasEE & (0.2 +masB) (0.2 nng ) wasB9 ¢ (0.3 L nas9)? nas 99

Easym = OMASYm + K558 5ym + xstasym + xbtasym
General: cspelll : Possibls spelling scroc: swe Svnbol name "BEasm® iz sinmdlar te ssisting sombel "Esm® .

(0.3 +mnl) wl+ (0.2 +02) w2+ (0.2 +23) w3+ (0.3+0a5d) wd+ (0.3 + 2053 w3+

(0. e s wi e (0.9 +0asTi wT+ (0.3 nasB) wB + (0.8 + nns 3) wEI+|:l:I.:-+:.|l|=.'4:ll+

(0. %+al) (0.9 +a2) 2lZ2 4 (0. % +al) (0.2 a3 xl3 4 {0.%+a2)° 222+

(0. %+ a2l |:l:l.:-1-:.|3|.'4::31-|:l:l.:-+:.|3|:.'4:331-|:l:l.:-+:.|1| (i, %+ nnsd) wasld + (0.% +0as2) wasl® +
(0. %+ mnsd) masle + (0.3 +nasT) waslT « (0.9 +0asB) xaslB+ (0.9 + a5 nasl 9 +

(O0.2+al) (0.2 +0as54d) asid + (0.2 + 08352 ) xasId+ (0.3 +a50) xasio s+
(0.9 +na57) wASIT + (0.9 +0a5E) asZE & (0.9 L0859 LasI9) +

(0. 2+m3) (0.2 +mdasd) a3 + (0.3 20852 ) xas 334 (0.3 L nncd ) xasId e

(0.94+7057) was3T & (0.9 +0858) AS38 4+ (0.3 L0859 xas39) 4 (0.9 +0a54)7 wasad &
(0. 2 +masd) ((0.3 +0853) xas42+ (0.2 + a5 ) wasd o+ (0. 24+ 0asT) wasd T+

(0.3 4+ ns8) wasdE + (0.2 +mas9) wasd9) & (0. 54 nas ) : B Tl T O A s I B . Tl ]
(0.2 e masd ) as2@ 4+ (0.2 + 2357 ) Xas2 T+ (0.3 + s8] was3B + (0. 3+ s 9) was39) &+

[I:I.:-J-:.u:ﬁl: i Tl S 0 R I M T ] -
(0.2 +0asT ) HASET + (0.2 + 7358 ) Hasd S+ (0.3 + 59 wasd9) +

[ :-+:.|.:|:'.I'|= EASTT (0.2 +masT) ((0.9+ 58 wasTE+ (0.5 4+ nas9) wasTI) +
[ :-4-:.|=:E|: A EE + (0.2 rmasE) (0.2 g D) wasES (0.3 4-:.|==El|: Has 89

wWT = wd
wd
whB - wh

w3

91

[B=]



APPENDIX A. TRANSFORMING ANHARMONIC CONSTANTS

Figure A.15: Determination of z46 continued.

s nk

Wi - wh
wh

dE = 0.5 {xld + xl15 +x16) + 0.5 (24 + 225 +x26) + 0.5 (234 + w35+ x36) + xdd + xd5 + wd6 +xB5 +
56+ x66 -0.5" (0.5 " xwasld+ 0.5 waslb + 0. 5" waslf + 0.5 " xaslT+ 0.5 xaslB + 0.5 xasly) -

0.5 (0.5 xas2d +0.5" xas25+ 0.5 " xas26+ 0.5 xas2T + 0.5 xas2B+ 0.5 " xas2¥) -
0.5 (0. 5" was® +0.5" wasB5+ 0.5 " was364+ 0.5 was37T +0.5" xas3B84+ 0.5 " nwas39) -
0.25" wasdd -0 .5 (0.5 " xasdb+ 0. 5" xasdf + 0.5" xasd T+ 0.5 " xasdB+ 0.5 xasdy) -
0.25" washE-0.5" (0.5 " xash6+ 0.5 xashT + 0.5 xasSB+ 0.5 " xash9) -

0.25 wasf6-0.5" (0.5 " xastT+ 0.5 xastl + 0.5 xasG) - 0. 25 " xasTT -

0.5 (0.5 wasTB +0.5" wasT9) - 0. 25 " wasBBE- 0.25" xasB% -0 .25 was99

0.3 (il d +2lD +ld) 0.3 (3024 +$ 02234+ w28 + 0.3 73] 223 w285 +dd +:0d 20 0d & 4 133 &

=1

GG - 0. 3 (0.3 asld - 0.2 masl2: 0.2 wasl 8+ 0.2 a5l T+ 0.2 waslB + 0.3 wasla) -
(0. 2masId + 0. 2masI2 + 0.2 masI0 + 0.2 0asIT+ 0.2 0asIiB+ 0. 2uasI9) -

[u}
0.2 (0. 2wn53d + 0.2 was32 + 0.3 was38 + 0. 3 uas3T4+ 0.3 xasI8+ 0, 2 uas39) -
0. 2%xmsdd - 0.3 (0.2 ma5d 3+ 0.2 was5d8 + 0.3 w0547 0. 3 wasdB + 0.2 wasds) -
0. Z22xasd3- 0.3 (0. 0mas204+ 0. 2mas537 + 0.2 askE + 0.0 xas2¥) -

0. Z23xA560 - 0.3 (0.2 08508740 3 uaSAE 4 0. 3 AS89 ) - 0. 23 HASTT -

L] Z2uasEE - 0. I3 uasED - 0. 20 washn

LA 0.2 wasTE 0.3 wasTE) 0.
Al = 12 = N3 = nd = 15 = masd = A sh = A s7 = nasE = 1d = 15 - 0
]

nf = 16 =2
rash -1
sy -1

waslT = xasld

masld

Hld = 0.5 {xasld + xaslT)
1. masld

#asll = xaslh

wn sl 3

H15 = 0.5 {xaslh + xaslB)
l. xasl3

a5l = xaslh

wnsl



